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CURRENT TOPICS. 


WE ane officially informed that the County Court Rules 

March), 1897, have been annulled by the Rule Committee. 

ules in substitution for them are now under consideration, and 
ample notice will be given before they are put in force. 





Nor rue Least interesting of the many commemorations of 
Rie you vill bo Os a SL aes ee 8 
birthday (May 24) at the H Cecil, when the dinner of 
Solicitors’ Benevolent Association is to be held under the 
presidency of Sir Jonn B. Monckton, Town Olerk of London. 
A large gathering of members of the profession may be antiti- 
pated, and the loyal toasts will doubtless be received with even 
more than the customary enthusiasm. 





Nexcessrrovus MEMBERS of the solicitors’ profession, and their 
families, will have good reason to remember the present year. 
The Victoria Pension Fund for their benefit, instituted by the 
Council of the Incorporated Law Society in commemoration of 
the Queen’s Jubilee, has now reached the sum of £5,183, and is 
being constantly added to by subscriptions, by solicitors in all 

ts of the country, ranging from one guinea up to 100 guineas. 
No better mode of commemoration—and, we ma 
venture to say, probably no mode more acceptable to 
Majesty—could be devised than the establishment of a per- 
manent fund for the assistance of hard-working professional 
men who have fallen on evil days. 





Tux piscussion at the special general meeting of the Inoor- 
porated Law Society on Mr. Onantes Forn’s motion with 
respect to the Long Vacation took the only form which can lead 
to any practical benefit. Under the terms of Mr. Forn’s motion 
it is difficult to see how any would be made in the 
present practice. Provision is already made for the 
af urgent business both in chambers and in court; and the 
matters to which the motion refers—matters the postponement 
of which would involve substantial hardship or a denial of 
justice—fall within this category. The vacation judges and 
| the court officials are doubtless not over avxious to —e 
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the new title by possession in substitution for that which has 
been extinguished by the operation of the Statute of Limita- 
tions. This would preserve all the effect of registration without 
in ing with the most Fandamenial peincple of English real 
property law—namely, that title to is ed ultimately 
on possession. 


Ir was recently stated by a correspondent of the Zimes, in 
in relation to the subject has not been very consistent. 7 ie sige y yay ore Seales Ae = 
At the Norwich meeting in 1892 Mr. Bryru’s motion for the heen favestiontiongn the atte , writes that the senalt of “hte 
Aye - ; >| examination of the statute books is as follows: The number 

but the Council did not see their way to act upon it, and when @ | 4¢ public general Acts now in force we find to be about 
similar resolution was moved by Mr. Parker at the special 5,200 (of which as many as 3,600 to the present 
meeting in January, 1895, Mr. Rawiz succeeded in passing an reign), so that, unless ‘local and personal ” Acts are counted 
amendment: ‘That the Long Vacation should be materially |i.’ number given by the Times correspondent is far toe 
shortened, and that pleadings should be delivered, and_that large. On the pnd hand, if “local and mal” Acts 
other formal business should be transacted throughout the Long | },, “taken into consideration, the estimate would, we think, be 
Vacation, as mentioned in the annual report of the Council for | +5, iow. During the last hundred [08 anak Rede weld 
1893.” So far, then, the Society, while recognizing the im- pas 1 (12 083 Elo i. is — 4 ), and such Acts 
portance of the subject, has vacillated between curtailment and tee fee Yate Metile He ge cage “4 “blic J meal Aste. Yo 
abolition, and when the matter is brought up again in July care | the jooal and personal Acts be counted, we should think that 
should be taken to get an expression of opinion which may be | 95 099 would more nearly approximate the number of Acts in 
: sage ‘pag gs t may be suggested that ye ‘rue | force than 15,000. Be that as it may, it is only the Public 
ution of the difficulty lies in the direction of Mr. Rawrn’s | Gonoral Acts (with the exceptions, perhaps, of the London 
amendment to which we have just referred, and the details of Building Act and the Thames Conservancy Acts) that lawyers 
which were elaborated in the paper read by him at Liverpool in | 1464 trouble themselves about until they are put on inquiry 
1895. Under his scheme it was proposed that the judicial | ++) poference to them: and it is satisfactory to know that these 
yacation should be two months, from the first Monday in August | ..ount to little more than 5,000, of which the earlier are 
to the first Monday in October, while the offices were to be open “in © ened o cada Sues ie en eae 
continuously, with the exception of the last week in August and = 12 nt ag 16 Geo. 2,0. 8. It may be added 
the first week in September. Unfortunately no resolution was Gah the Seth af tho eubite general ‘Acts Sor On 
proposed at the Liverpool meeting, but it would be well if the | Statute of Merton (1235) to the end of 1896 amounts to about 
mead e considered at the meeting next July. 18,000 (the exact number, we think, is 17,782; but prior to 1797 

it is not quite easy to distinguish between public Acts and local 
Acts), of which 5,843 were passed in the present reign. The 
busiest session was that of 1846, during which, though it lasted 
barely six months, 570 Acts were passed, of which 117 were 
“public general.” The largest number of “ public general” 
Acts passed in any session of the present reign was 154—passed 
in 1860; and the largest number of such Acts ever passed in 
any one session of Parliament was 196—passed in 1814-15, from 
November to July. For the last twenty-five years the yearly 
average of Acts, which for the earlier years of the present —_ 
stood at over 100 (and produced such bulky volumes as that for 
1867, which in the Law Reports Edition contained more than 
1,500 pages), has very much fallen off, the average of the decade 
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view of what should be vacation business; but this tendency 
would not be modified by a rule made in the form of Mr. Forp’s 
motion. While, however, it would have been futile to adopt 
the motion, it would have been inexpedient to meet it with a 
direct negative, and the meeting did well to accept Mr. Atixx’s 

pgrcteens the consideration of Mr. Forp’s motion 
until the July ing, when it can be replaced by a motion 
ing more fully with the whole question of the Long Vacation. 
Bat it must not be forgotten that the previous action of the 
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In tHe House of Lords Standing Committee the Lord Chan- 
cellor has for the moment—though we do not gather that the 
decision is final—assented to the exclusion from the Land 
Transfer Bill of clause 13, which permits of the acquisition of a 
poesessory title in respect of registered land. Under section 21 
of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, the Statute of Limitations is 
not allowed to apply to registered land, and hence the title of 
the regi owner remains intact, notwithstanding that he 
may have been for many years out of possession, and that the 
possession has been actually held adversely to him. There is 
practically a consensus of professional opinion that this neglect 
of possession as a foundation of title is both unnecessary and , 
inconvenient, and the present Bill, by the clause in question, | 1880-89 being 70, and that for 1890-96 being only 65. 

Much of the Victorian Statute Book is taken up with lengthy 


t, 
sag to repeal section 21 of the Act of 1875. Lord 
@ objects to this, on the ground that it would defeat the | Statute Law Revision Acts, 24 of which were passed from 1861 
to 1894, 


whole of the Bill by making two incompatible titles to 
lend pesnithe, 
THE sINGLE unrepealed 12th section of 16 Geo. 2, c. 8, to 


and Lord Hatssvry has yielded to the objection. 
The possible inconvenience, however, of having a title on the 
register which, through want of possession, does not represent | which we refer above, appears to call for some special notice. 
the real title is slight compared with the inconvenience of | The Act was passed “for repealing certain duties on spirituous 
ing a registered title—that is, a paper title—prevail over a| liquors, and on licenses for retailing the same, and for laying 
claim founded on long possession. Not only is it frequently | other duties on spirituous liquors and on licenses to retail the 
inequitable to turn out the actual possessor of land, but the | said liquors,” and although the whole of it, except part of the 
possibility of gaining a title by possession is of great value in| 12th section, was Hrscer ta by the Statute Law Revision Act of 
— uestions of disputed boundaries. As we pointed out/| 1867, it has been recently dignified by Parliament, in the Short 
recently, however, in discussing the case of Zhe Belize Estate| Titles Act, 1896, by the title of ‘‘ The Spirits Act, 1742.” The 
Co. v. Quilter (ante, p. 434), where the Privy Council held that part of the 12th section, however, as printed in the 
the system of registration in force in British Honduras did not | 2nd edition of the Revised Statutes, runs as follows: “Provided 
exclude the acquisition of title by possession, the repeal of | always and be it enacted by the authority aforesaid, that this 
section 21 ought to be supplemented by express provision for| Act or anything therein contained, shall not extend to any 
the of the new possessory title in the place of the | physicians, apothecaries, surgeons, or chymists, as as (sic.) to 
title which has been extinguished. A similar suggesticn was | any spirits or spirituous liquors which they may use in the pre- 
made by Lord Herscrztt in the House of Lords Committee | paration or making up of medicines for sick, lame, or distem- 
with a view to obviating the objection made by Lord Tuxrna, | pered personsonly. . . .” We are unable to see how this 
It could be provided, said Lord Hzrscurtt, that the person| enactment can have an operation whatever. The subject- 
who claimed title by eg oy for the statutory term should | matter of this “ Spirits Act” without any spirit in it, we may 
to the court to have his name registered as owner, and | observe, is now effectively provided for by the Spirits Act, 1880, 
title should not be held good until his name had been| and section 72 of the Li ing Act, 1872, which, amongst 
#0 registered. Possibly this last condition follows as a legiti- | other savings, contains a savng for “the sale of medicated or 
mate consequence, but in any case clause 13 ought to be restored | methylated spirits, or spirits made up in medicine and sold by 
to the Bill and specific provision made for the registration of | medical practitioners or chemists and druggists.” 
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Missrve worD competitions seem likely to receive the attention 
of the High Court once more before long. The ietor of a 
weekly paper was charged last week at Bow-street ‘olice Court 
under section 2 of 42 Geo. III. c. 119, with keeping a lottery, 
and the istrate has reserved his decision. There was no 
dispute at all as to facts, and probably, whatever the decision 
may be, the party to whom it is adverse will appeal. The facts 
are hardly distinguishable from those which came before 
Srretinc, J., in the well-known case of Barclay v. Pearson 
(1898, 2 Ch. 154), except in one particular. In the re 
case each competitor had to pay one shilling, which he to 
send to the office of the paper along with the coupon cut from 
the paper, upon which the word he guessed had 
In the recent case, on the other hand, no fee was payable, but 
every purchaser of the paper might compete for the prize offered 
by merely writing the word he guessed upon the coupon, cutting 
the coupon out, and sending it to the defendant. In neither 
case, however, can it be said with any show of reason that 
anything like skill can enter into the competition. The word 
which was omitted from the prirted sentence was in neither case 
any more fitting than a number of other words, while in the 
more recent case it may fairly be said that the ‘correct word” 
was most unsuitable. If any real exercise of skill entered into 
these competitions there might be a great deal to be said for 
them, and they probably would be perfectly lawful; but as long 
as the finding of the correct word is mere guess-work, so long does 
the winning of a prize depend mainly on chance, and therefore 
the competition amounts to a lottery. It a tly was 
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of Taylor v. 8 2. B. ° 

dant sold packets of tea for half-a-crown each. Each packet 
contained a ticket giving the purchaser’a right to a prize, the 
prizes varying in value from a merely nominal sum to a very 
considerable sum. The court held that the fact that the pur- 
chaser of the tea got tea fairly of the value of half-a-crown 
. & made no difference at all, and that the transaction was a lottery ; 
“that the teen yor must be taken to have paid half-a-crown 






for a et of tea plus a chance of a prize, and that the fact 
that the tea alone was worth half-a-crown in the market was 
immaterial. In the recent case by similar reasoning the fact 
that the purchaser got for his penny a paper w ma: y 
[® @ penny does not seem to be sufficient to 


oo) a to ju 
save the defendant from conviction, though he may possibly be 
j on some grounds not at present apparent. 


Ir 1s pointed out by Lord Davzy in Mountcasheil v. More 
Smyth (1896, A. O. 158, at p. 164) that when an estate pur autre 
vie, whether equitable or legal, is created without any designa- 
tion of a special occupant, the law casts it, in the event of the 
death of the grantee, upon the executor (see the 6th section of 
the Wills Act), and it is for those who say that it ought to go to 
the heir to shew that there are some words in the creation of 
the legal or equitable estate pur autre vie which throw it upon a 

ial occupant. ‘‘If it is to go to the heir,” he added, “‘ my 
present im ion is that express w are 
that in a deed, at all events, the word ‘ 
th grain tie Sp 4 


necesi 
















being thus left 
Sheppar orted ath, eum, 
ante, p. 451), Romzr, 

J., had before him the case of a devise. of bear De trust for 
three persons and their issue equally during their lives and the 
life of the longer liver of them, and it was contended that a 
share passed to the heir on the owner dying intestate — the 
life of the cestui que vic, notwithstanding that the heir uot 
been mentioned in the devise. Romzr, J., treated the case as 
one where the owner of the freehold devises to trustees on trust 
the income to A. during the life of another, see Chatfield 





whether express words were 
open. The case being a case of a d 
& decision there. In d ( 








to be written. | . 


that the fact that the competitors paid no more e| 
price Of the paper for the chance af Wing rie was waiiont 
save the competition from being & an e 
rument, b 


»| by deed. Phillpotts v. James (3 Doug. 425), another case relied 


necessary, and 

cir’ must be used for 

cooupant,” ENS pola? 
nominal. Th 





of Appeal. For the heir the decision of Svapzy, L.O., in Wall 
v. Byrne (2 J. & L. 118) was pressed on the court. In that case 
the testator, being lessee of lands demised to him, his heirs, and 
assigns pur autre vie, devised all his ! 
property to A., and it was held that, on the d 
the demised lands passed to A.’s heir, 

presentative, the Lord Chancell 







































re 
to the contrary, (c/., the observations 
p- 162), “If ever a point was 
is this; that where a man has an 
him and his heirs, and devises 
without words of limitation, would pass 
. . and the devisee dies intestate, the 
the heirs and not the personal ives 
But whereas the testator in Wall v. Byrne had 
has just been described, the testator in Re 
estate in fee simple, which he devised pur autre vie 
learned judge was thereby able to > a era Wall v. 
without going into the question whether case was 
decided or not. But it is submitted that the view on 
was decided did not sufficiently regard the peculiar doctrine 
occupancy—that everyone who comes in the first 
comes in as an occupant and not as deri 
effect — given to Ae ee 

a © special 
ae: ono tie Baler (29 W. R. 909, 18 Oh. D. 624, 


628, per Fry, J.), and that the question nee 0 
viz., “‘Would the words the quasi inheritance ? 
directed to the real point. Romzr, J., laid it down that, 
to find that there is a special occupant, the word “ heir” 
either be expressly mentioned in rg i i 

wise shewn that oe ee eee 
will, but the heir must be y mentioned where 
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on for the heir, was explained as being a case where the intention 
that the heir should take was clearly shewn by the testator, and, 
Wall v. Byrne and Phillpotts v. James being out of the way, his 
lordship held that there was no special occupant designated by 
the testator, and that the share consequently devolved on the 
personal representatives of the last owner according to the 6th 
section of the Wills Act. 





Ir nas sometimes been argued that where a breach has 
committed of a contract to lend money, the damages are to be 
+2 vemaggety Keay amount of the sum to be lent ; but 

of the argument is obvious. ag oped nay 
the Lint in (ile trem, bo-weell aneiee money as 
absolute pro , without being under any obligation to return 
it. The such reasoning is that the d 
ey as a loan ; 


‘ ‘ at ac 
amen , 
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intention of 


should be compelled to hand over the mon 
16 action is for 
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to pay 
¥. De ohtolat (20 W. R..401, L. R. 7 Ob. App. 192, ~ 2. 196, 
197), where a very similar devise was 20 construed by Court . 
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company gave no evidence of actual damage, and as 5s. had 
been into court to cov minal damages, the defendant ' ; 
aiiniica isin, Sustuer liability. “tea mages, the defendant; THE IMPLIED GRANT OF A RIGHT TO LIGHT. 


THE LAND TRANSFER COMPROMISE. 


Tux compromise which has been agreed upon between the 
Oouncil of the Incorporated Law Society and the Lord Chan- 
odllor with regard to the Land Transfer Bill practically carries 
into effect, with some rather material modifications, the re- 

solution of the Associated Provincial Law Societies :— 
‘That the clauses of the Land Transfer Bill imposing compulsory 
be opposed unless the following modifications can be 


(1) A definite restriction in the Bill iteelf of the area within which 
compulsion may be applied ; 

(2) The (a) initiative or (5) consent of county councils as a condition of 
the application of compulsory registration ; 

(8) The lapse of a definite experimental period before the area in which 

uleion may have been applied is extended ; 

) A restriction of the power of practising in the Land Registry for 
reward to solicitors.’’ 

As will be seen from the report of the proceedings of the 
House of Lords Standing Committee, which we give elsewhere, 
that it is now provided by the Bill that (1) the first order under 
the Act providing for compulsion is not to affect more than one 
county, but the particular county to be affected is not specified ; 
(2) notice is to be given to the county council of intention to 

e@ an order for compulsory registration of title in any 
county, and if within three months of the receipt of such notice 
the county council, at a meeting specially called for the pur- 
pose, at which two-thirds of the whole number of the members 
shall be present, resolve, and communicate to the Privy Council 
their resolve, that in their opinion compulsory registration of 
title would not tend to facilitate or cheapen the transfer of land 
in their county, the order is not to be made; (3) except as toa 
county which signified through its county council its desire 
to have compulsory registration of title, no further order beyond 
the first is to be made until the expiration of three years from 
the making of the first order ; and (4) an instrument of transfer 
or charge and an application to register restrictive conditions, or 
to alter or discharge, or alter the priority of a registered charge, 
is, though under hand only, to be deemed an instrument within 
the meaning of section 44 of the Stamp Act, 1891, so as to re- 
strict the preparation, &c., of these instruments to owners of 
land or their solicitors. 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have loyally 
déne their best to obtain the requirements formulated by the 
country solicitors, and have been fairly successful in their en- 
deavours. Whether these requirements are adequate is, of 
cotiree, another matter. We have from the first expressed our 
opinion that the intervention of the county council will prove to 
bea delusion. Our own view is that there is no county council 
which can be got to consider the matter with a view to 
Ban’ a oe order. They will decline to take up a 

uBject so full of technical detail, and the fact that the order is 
to be made will be accepted as sufficient ground for 

.. They will probably be ready enough, however, 

hout consideration, u $ hog eg e of the advantages of 
om} registration issued by the Land Registry, to signif 
a pare ws hate compulsory registration of title'in their sonia. 

Our opinion, from the very introduction of the Bill, 

has been that the experimental area should be defined in the 

and should not be extended without the authority of 
ent. We cannot, therefore, pretend to feel any great 
satisfaction with the compromise, except in so far as it may 
provide an experimental period for trial of the new 
ge and in so far as it relates to the exclusion from the 

Registry of unqualified agents. These are good things, 
it to us that, practically, whatever may be the result 
of the three years experiment, the Land Registry will be able 
us@et the compromise, immediately after the three years, to 

its offices over the whole country, and that opposition on 


the ground that the system has not proved a success, will be 
ees: Time will show whether we are right. In any case 


i 





it tiust ‘be said that the Provincial Law Societies have made 
theif own bed, and will have to lie on it. a, 


Ir nas been settled ever since the old case of Palmer v. Fletcher 


(1 Lev. 122) that when a man sells a house and rétai 

adjoining ground, he As primd_facie_debarred trom_afterwarde 
beliding 8 the ad} iniog ground so as to interfere wi ) 
light actually enjoyed in connection wi 6 house at the time 
othe wate. Th HEM, Te was said in that case, are & H6OSBEry 
part of the house, and a man may not derogate from his own 
grant. And in the application of the principle it makes no 
difference that the Tote has been only Socal erected - 
vided it has been erected Wader suctr Circumstances as to lead to 


y' 

oq uisitior ght to light by prescription, 
but simply of the preservation of the convenience enjoyed with 
the house when the house and the adjoining land were in the 
same ownership. An important statement of the rule is con- 
tained in the judgment of Trvpat, O.J., in Swansborough v. 
Coventry (9 Bing. 309): ‘It is well established by the decided 
cases, that where the same person possesses a house, having the 
actual use and enjoyment of certain lights, and also possesses 
the adjoining land, and sells the house to another person, 
although the lights be new, he cannot, nor can anyone who 
claims under him, build upon the yr og land so as to 
obstruct or interrupt the enjoyment of those lights.” And the 
rule has been recognized in subsequent cases, as wherein Allen 
v. Taylor (16 Ch. D., p. 357) Jesse, M.R., said: “There can 
be oubt that the law as laid down by Palmer v. Fletcher is 
the law of the present day ; that is, that where a man grants a 
house in which there are windows, neither he, nor anybody 
claiming under him, can stop up the windows or destroy the 
lights. That is based on the _— that a man shall not : 
derogate from his own grant; it makes no difference ; 
whether he grants the house simpl , 











to have recourse to general words. in the conveyance, whether 
exprens or implied by virtue of section 6, sub-section (2) of the 
Conveyancing Act, 1881, although under that clause the con- 
veyance of the house, in the absence of an expression of a con: 
trary intention, carries also all lights occupied or enjoyed with 
the house. 

It would, however, be a g 


ee 


eat hardship upon vendors who 





retaifi 1d10lning land for the express purpose ot buiiding bn it 
if the principle which has thus been recognized were absolute, 
and ne conveyance OI the house necess y irettered ne user 4 
of the adjoining land. In any such transaction between vendor 


and purchaser the guiding consideration must be, 


What 
really spe net! of the patios at the time of the eileraet 
e purchaser of the house knew not reasonably 
expect to have the adjoining land kept open, he cannot com- 
plain if the rule is not applied to its extent in his favour. 


Several recent cases have illustrated this qualification. In 
Birmingham, &c., Banking Co. v. (36 W. R. 914, 38 Ch, D. 
29 ration irming ted a lease tothe 


gran 
laintiffs of a piece of land with newly-erected buildings. The 
uilding abutted on a passage Z0ft. wide which the corporation 
to keep open, and on the other side of the passage were 
old buildings about 25ft. high. The corporation demised the 
land on the other side of the passage to the defendant, 
who erected on the site of the old buildings a house 80ft. high, 
which materially interfered with the -plaintifis’ light. The 
land on both sides of the passage was part of a larger- 
piece of land laid out by the corporation under a building 
scheme for the has a rete town. Under : - jum- 
stances it was held that, though the interposition of the passage 
was not fatal to the plaintiffs’ claim to an uninterrupted right of 
light, yet there was no such enjoyment of the right at the time 
of the demise of the house to them as to lead to an expectation 
that the light would be continued, and they were not entitled, 
therefore, to have it continued. It was, indeed, within the 
knowledge of the plaintiffs that the corporation intended to use 
all the land for building, and this was a circumstance which 
rebutted the ordinary implication that the plaintiffs were to 
have the light as it existed at the date of the demise. 
A similar qualification of the prima facie right of a purchaser 
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or lessee of a house was pointed out in Myersv. Catterson (38 | heis not to be liable to pay compensation independently of the Act, ex- 
W. R. 488, 43 Ch. D. 470). There a railway sold to the plain- | cept in case of such wilful and wrongful act or default. Sub-section 
tiff a piece of their surplus land together with a house which they | (3) enumerates the various questions which are likely to arise under the 
had allowed him to erect thereon. The house was close to a nage mage the ommrene, > one a the ee applies, 
i series of arches on which the line of railway ran, and the defen- default, ao te thee enated pans A er Poe bin a , 

Gant, who claimed under the company, interfered with the provides that such questions, if not settled by agreement, shall be 

access of light to the house by blocking up the arches. It was | settled by arbitration in accordance with the second schedule, Sub- 

held that this was inconsistent with the implied obligation into | section (4) allows ‘‘ contracting out” in cases where the me 

which the company had entered upon the sale of the | substitutes a scheme of compensation or insurance which is 

surplus land to the plaintiff. Primd facie, this was an obliga- | by the Registrar of Friendly Societies to be on the whole not less 

tion not to interfere with the lights of the house, though it could a 4 Sovslien tht os Ta f pry yest me <7 4 — 
| not be assumed to extend to prohibiting the company from Sunk on, is, ox abou ouaeane — . or onule 











































doing anything which might be necessary in constructing their nggedtnor ype oe fi ; 
railway. The fact that the company a uired the land for the S ealeper’® ra toolabe ear body of pe me ngp ant ved peg Aes 
purpose of the railway was a circumstance 1NtO | porate, and ‘‘ workmen” to include every person who is engaged in an 


c ousideration in determining the obligetio® imposed upon them employment to which the Act applies, whether by way of manual 
by implication on a sale of any part of the land, an is | labour or otherwise, and whether his agreement is one of service. or 
might Endias a. qaieation om the obligation whiok would | epprenticeship or otherwise, and is expressed or implied, is oral 
_ordinarily be_implied. nm the actual facts of the case, how-|°r in writing. Clause 3 applies the Act to persons employed 
>this was not so, for the blocking up of the arches by p somal yr yore pea ach es ws pagent ini — By 

the defendant was not required for the ” oses of the railway | right to eonpunetion from his man vals will not ue deemed t 

and it was restrained by a mandatory injunction. Wilson v.| continue after the time when the workman's contract of service 


“a Queen's Club (40 W. R. 172; 1891, 3 Ch. 522) was another case | would determine, if he gave notice at the commencement of the 
, at a similar nature. The fact that,the land adjoining the house | Act. The first schedule fixes the amount of compensation to be paid, 
















ee aed 


demised was subject to a common: buil ng scheme was | and in cases where death results from the injury this varies according 


admitted to be a circumstance whic @ntitle the lessor 
to obstruct the light of the demised house by building, but, 
apart from this, the right to light existed and the lessee of the 
house obtained an injunction to restrain the continuance of a 
hoarding which had been erected to prevent him from over- 


| looking the adjoining ground, which for the time was being 
| used as a cricket ground. 


“a 


fyiblaamee (supra) had in some way weakened the principle, as oepted to 


The question has recently been dealt with by the Court of 
Appeal in Broomfield v. Walliams (ante p. 348, 1897, 1 Ch. 602) 
where, apparently, an attempt was made to shew that Birming- 
ham, &c., Banking Co. v. Ross (supra), and Myers v. Catterson 


cases of this kind, that a grantor cannot derogate from his own 
t. But it is clear that nothing of the kind has taken place, 


~y so the Court of Appeal pointed out. The primd facie right 
of the purchaser or lessee of the zht actually 
— at the time of the sale or demise still . g 


re ® than to recognize that the rig ust never 
theless depend ‘on the real intentions of the parties, and to 
ascertain these the whole Of the circumstances of the case must 
be taken into consideration. In Broomfield v. Williams the 
vendor of the house, who had retained the adjoining land, 
claimed to build clpse up to the boundary, thus denying alto- 
ther any obligation to preserve the access of light to the 
me which he had sold. This claim was obviously bad, 
though since, by the purchaser’s admission, the whole land was 
subject to a common building scheme, the vendor was not 
absolutely prohibited from building. He was entitled to build 
in accordance with the scheme, and this would have left a 
ouses. Hence, since the second house 


a | peer oe age hi 
ad been in fact built, the m b oss 
caused to the p y the defendant's faj eave this 


passé 








LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


Emp.overs’ Liapitiry.—The Workmen’s Compensation Bill, which 
has been introduced by the Home Secretary in the House of Commons 
and read a first time, consists of five clauses and two schedules. The 
first clause provides, by sub-section (1), that ‘‘if in any employment 
to which this Act applies personal injury by accident arising out of 
and in the course of the employment is caused to a workman, his 
employer shall, subject as hereinafter mentioned, be liable to pay 
compensation in accordance with the first schedule of this Act.” Sub- 
section (2) introduces the provisoes (a) that the employer is not to 
be liable under the Act in r of any injury n 
able the workman for 2 period of at least two weeks from earning full 
wages at the work at which he was employed ; and (b) that when the 
injury is caused by the wilful and wrongful act or default of the em- 
ployer or some person for whom he is responsible, ing in the 
Act shall affect any liability, civil or criminal, of the employer or 
persons for whom he is responsible ; but the employer is not to be liable 
to pay compensation both independently of and also under the Act, and 





does not dis- | Presided 





as the workman leaves ‘‘dependants” or not, the term “dependants” 
meaning such members of his family as would be entitled to damages 
in cases under the Fatal Accidents Act, 1846, If he leaves dependants, 
the amount of the compensation is a sum equal to his earnings during 
the three years next preceding the injury, or the sum of £150, which- 
ever of those sums is the larger, but not exceeding in any case £300, 
provided that the amount of any weekly payments made under the 
Act shall be deducted from such sum ; if he leaves no d dants, the 
reasonable expenses of his medical attendance and burial, not exceed- 
ing £10. In case of incapacity for work, the compensation will be a 
weekly payment during the incapacity after the second week not . 
enanling fifty per cent. of his weekly earnings at the time of the 
accident, such weekly Ros gene not to exceed £1. But any weekly 
payment may be revie at intervals of not less than three months 
at the request either of the employer or of the workman, and on such 
review may be ended, diminished, or increased, subject to the 
maximum above provided, and the amount of payment will, in 
default of agreement, be settled by arbitration under this Act. The 
second schedule provides for arbitrations under the Act. The arbi- 
tration may, if neither party objects, be undertaken by a committee 
representative of the employer and his workmen; otherwise, by a 
single arbitrator agreed on by the parties, or in default of 

by the county court judge. The Arbitration Act, 1889, is not to 
apply, but an arbitrator may submit questions of law to a coun 
court judge, whose decision in such cases and also in cases in 

he himself acts as arbitrator, is to be final; and any award under the 
Act may be enforced in the same way as an order of a county court. 








CORRESPONDENCE, 
SOCIAL MEETINGS OF SOLICITORS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—It has frequently occurred to me that it would be very 
desirable if some arrangement could be made for the members of our 
branch of the —— to dine together—say, three or four times a 
year ; in fact, I made some such suggestion some years since; but 
the Council could not see their way to carry it out. 

Except at the annual provincial meetings, there is little opportunity 
of our ws Se At the opening of the Law Courts the members 
largely availed themselves of the invitation to meet thus socially. If 
no other ent could be made, it seems to me that the anni-~ 
versary festival of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association would afford 
an excellent opportunity of our meeting in this Diamond Jubilee 
year in large numbers at the Hotel Cecil on the 24th inst. 

54, New Broad-street, E.C., May 5. 











Ata meeting of the General Committee on Railway and Canal Bills, 
over by Sir John Kennaway, on Tuesday, the question of an’ 
alteration in the old-established rule in regard speeches ‘to 
teowend. hy the chaieuen te-teaaiieiet- a esate 
) y uence of a recent 
circums' yinde dodiaed 


¢ 


special tances ; but it was to take no 
at present, there no evidence of a desire for a change on the of 
counsel or agents. It was felt, moreover, that no change bse 


made without consulting the Chairman of Committees in the House « 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 


Re EASTMAN’S PHOTOGRAPHIC MATERIALS CO.'S TRADE-MARK. 
No. 2. 28th and 29th April. 


Trapz-Marx—“ Sotto ’’—Rerexencke TO THE CHARACTER OR QUALITY 
or THE Goops—Dzscarrtive Worp—Inventep Worp--Patents, 
Dastons, anv Trape-Marxs Acts, 1883 anp 1888 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 
57, 8. 64; 51 & 52 Vicr. c. 50, 8. 10). 


Appeal from a decision of Kekewich, J. (reported ante, p. 48). The 
Com General of Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks refused to 
register the trade-mark ‘‘ Solio”’ in connection with photographic print- 
ing paper, on the ground that the word ‘‘ Solio’’ was not ‘'a word having 
no reference to the character or quality of the goods’’ within clause (e) of 
section 10, sub-section 1, of the Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 
1888 (the section substituted for section 64 of the Patents, Designs, and 
‘Trade-Marks Act, 1883). The matter was referred to the court, when 
Kekewich, J., upheld the decision of the Comptroller. His lordship was 
of opinion that the word “‘ Solio ’’ suggested so/ or the sun, and everybody 
knew that ht was essential to photographic printing. This being so, 
the word came within clause (¢) of the section, and the Comptroller 

refused the registration of the word ‘‘Solio.”’ The applicants 

» and urged that clauses (d) and (e) must be read separately, the 

of the Legislature being that any genuinely-invented 

word, not found in the English language, should be sufficient for a trade- 


Tusz Covrr (Linpiey, Lorzs, and Ricsy, L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 
Lavoiay, L.J., said the question turned on the true construction and 
on of sectiou 64 of the Act of 1883, as amended by section 

0 of the of 1888. Although a word might be newly coined, and so in 
' aa & PIere ce VO 0 e 3 , 







mar’ le . ‘ ne a é ao App 
42 W. BR. 488; 1894. 1 Ch. 645) and Re Densham’s Trade-Mark (43 
W. R. 515; 1895, 2 Ch. aa a — — — to say that those 
were . In his lordship’s opinion they were right. It was 
a newly-coined ran and in that sense an invented a It would be a 
very —— as to say that ‘‘ Solio” had no connection with sun, and 
the idea solio paper must mean paper sensitive to sunlight would 
occur to everybody. Kekewich, J., must be affirmed. His lordship 
rested his decision on the ground that it was impossible to say the word 
had no reference to the character or quality of the goods to be 


prs and Rony, L.JJ., gave judgments to the same effect. Appeal 
Gismissed.—CounszL, Moulton, Q.U., and Kerly ; Sir R. Webster, A.G., and 
Ingle Joyce. © Bo1ictrors, Bird, Moore, § Strode; Solicitor to the Board of 


[Reported by W. Suaticross Gopparp, Barrister-at-law.! 
Re ROBERTS, KNIGHT v. ROBERTS. No. 2. 27th and 28th April. 


Exzcvuron — Tavetexs — AvMINisTRATION— Witrvt. Deravtt — TecunicaL 
— or Tavst—Jvupicta, Trustezs Act, 1896 (59 & 60 Vict. c. 35), 
8. . 


Appeal from the decision of Byrne, J. (reported ante, p. 209). The 
was brought against the executors of Philip Roberts, solicitor, 
South-equare, Gray’s-inn, for administration of his estate on the 
of wilful default. Philip Roberts had formerly acted on behalf 
executors of one Napper in an action for the administration of the 
At the time of his death in 1887 there was owing to him 
costs in the Napper action about £3,000. After his death, 
Philip Roberts, continued to act in the same matter unti! 
, 1890. The plaintiffs were the executors of E. P. 
a beneficiary under the will of his father. The defen- 
executors of Philip Roberts. The bill of costs had never 
the plaintiffs now asked that the administration should be 
of wilful default on the that the defendants had 
t in not enforcing payment of the debt of £3,000, whereby 
barred as against the executors of Napper, and whereby 
ultimately paid out of the Napper estate, still interest mean- 
lost. The defendants said that the reason of the delay 
executors of Napper had been unsuccessfal in selling the 
property ata fair price, and waiting for a favourable time 
‘was expected to realize sufficient'for payment of all claims. They 
that they had only followed the course adopted by E. P. 
himself; and that it was not the practice of solicitors t> be 
in the enforcement of their costs. Byrne, J., held that there 
unreasonable delay, by reason of which interest had been lost, 
order for administration with a special enquiry as to the 
defendants appealed. 
Tus no Baggy Lorzs, and Ricsy, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 
+, in the course of his judgment, said that f solicitor in-en 
action did not look to his client person ‘or 3, 
Z a rererence to the ie i 
eav. 271), if that case was rightly defendant 
here be liable for wilful default, and he would not require the 
of the Judicial Trustees Act, 1896. In his Jordship’s opinion 
Romilly’s decision was right, and passages in his judgment were a 
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not, is or may be personally liable for any breach of trust, . . . but 
has acted honestly and reasonably, and ought fairly to be excused from 


the breach of trust, then the court may relieve the trustee 
either wholly or partly from personal liability for the same.’’ Even if 
Lord Romilly’s judgment went a little too fur, if ever there was a case 
for exonerating a trustée for not getting in an asset, this was the case; 
the son believed his father, and acted honestly in that belief. It ap 

to be a harsh and oppressive attempt to make an honest man liable. The 
— so far as wilful default was concerned, must be dismissed with 
costs. 

Lores, L.J., said that he failed to see~now there could be auy wilfal 
default. Kven without the assistance of the Judicial Trustees Act, 1896, 
the defendant could not be held liable. Referring to the recent decision 
of Byrne, J.,in Re Turner, Barker v. Ivimey (1897, 1 Ch. 536), his lord- 
ship quite agreed with the remarks made by Byrne, J., at p. 542. 

Riesy, L.J., concurred in thinking that if it was technically a case of 
wilful defaulc, it was a case in which the court ought to put in force 
section 3 of the Act of 1896, which was a very ealutory power. Appeal 
allowed.—Counset, Eve, Q.C., and George Lawrence ; Astbury, Q.C., and 
ye Parker. Soxscrrors, Meredith, Roberts, ¢ Mills ; Ullithorne, Currey, 

rrey. 
¢ (Reported by W. Suaticross Guppagp, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
ABERGAVENNY (MARQUIS OF) v. PARSONS. North, J. 5th May 
Practrice—DiscovenY—INTERROGATORIES. 


This was an action by the owner and occupier of certain land for 
disturbance in an exclusive right of pasturage from harvest to the 5th of 
April over land of the defendant. ‘This was an application with regard 
to certain interrogatories which the defendant objected to answer. The 
first five interrogatories sought to obtain an admission from the defendant 
that a certain Henry Shelley was his predecessor in title about a hundred 
years a; The defendant objected that he ought not to be interrogated 
as to his title to freehold land, and it was said that the proceedings were 
analogous to an action of ejectment, and that the defendant could not be 
compelled to disclose his title. 




















Nortn, J., said it was sought to prove that the def M ecessor 
in title made a payment in respect of the alleged rights, and that this 
materia ‘ LHVerrogawrics enadbied gf fact to De mite 









which it would be expensive to prove in any other way, and he thought 
thaf The inte a 

Further interrogatories asked whether the defendant was aware of the 
existence of similar rights to those claimed by the plaintiff over other 
lands in the locality. It was also asked whether Mr. Nicholson acted 
for the defendant’s father in 1882, and for the defendant in 1895, and 
whether Mr. Nicholson did act on behalf of the defendant’s father in 
1882, and on behalf of the defendant in 1895. It was said that the 
first of these interrogatories was irrelevant, and that the second was 
privileged. 

Norra, J., thought that the plaintiff was entitled to a reply to both 
interrogatories. ‘he defendant could not avoid gi discovery by 
employing an agent, and it was not sought to what passed 
between the defendant or his father and his solicitor, but what was done 
by their agent, and the fact that he was a solicitor was immaterial.— 
Counsst, Bray ; Costelloe. Soicrrors, Attree, Johnson, § Ward ; Palmer ¢ 
Bull. 


[Reported by G. B. Hamiurow, Barrister-at-Law.1] 


Re SHARLAND, KEMP v. SHARLAND. North, J. 5th May. 


W1tt—Construction—Beaquest or * Aut I Possess 1x France ’’—Spanisu 
Bonp. 


In this case the testator made a will in English form disposing of his 
property, and his will contained a residuary bequest. On the 6th of 
March, 1893, he made a codicil as follows: ‘‘I giveto my cousin George 
Rozey all I in France of which I have not already by my 
English will, with the exception of my watch and jewels.” e testator 
owned some Spanish bonds in France, and the French court held that these 
bonds passed under the codicil. 

Nortu, J., said that he would not decide the point, but merely say that, 
looking at the fact that the bond bpd = 92+ to bearer, he saw no reason 
to differ from the French court. UNSEL, Vernon Smith, Q.C., and 
Tanner ; Medd and Costelloe. Soricrrors, Letts Brothers; Maples, Teesdale, 

Co. 
¢ [Reported by G. B. Hamuiurow, Barrister-st-Law. | 


Re ERRINGTON, ERRINGTON v. ERRINGTON. Kekewich, J. 29th and 
30th April. 


Szerrtement—Poricy Monsys—Trust ror AccuMULATION—THRLLUSSON 


Act 00} & 40 Gro. IIL. c. 98), s. 1 [Revisep Ep. Srarvurzs, Vot. III., 
p. 600. - 


Adjourned summons. By 8 settlement made in 1852 certain 
freehold property and certain leasehold property held under a lease for 
the lives and life of B., C., and D, (the plaintiff), and certain policies in the 
University Life Assurance Society on the res; ve 


and a policy in the Equitable Assurance on 
settlor) were settled to the use of trusteés for a term 
subject thereto to the use of A. during bis life, with remainder to the 





he ay mee ee ee eee oe 
was important retrospective, it enacted : ‘‘ 
appears to the court that a trastee, whether appointed under this Act or | 
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of the settlement trustees upon trust to pay 
E., with remainder to the use 


the 
of his first and other sons in tail male 
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May 8, 1897. 












tee 
1 if pedbed e 9 the annual income arising from such investments and the 
a8 
e; 
ed 
he the trusts therein declared concerning the same, provided always that if 
th the said trust for accumulation’of any part of the said fund should 
| exceed the period allowed by law, then such trast should at the 
al expiration of such period cease as to such pat. In 1873 C. died, and the 
6, moneys received under the policies on his life were applied in paying off 
on incumbrances on the settled lands. A., the settlor, died ‘in 1883, and 
i- £10,100 was received under the policy on his life. B. died in 1889, and 
£9,838 10s. was received under the said policy on his life. E’s eldest son 
of attained the age of twenty-one years in 1874, and =? disentailing 
28 assurance, executed in 1883, barred his estate tail in settled lands, 
al policy moneys, arid accumulation fand, and resettled the same (subject to 
id the prior interests therein) upon himself for life with remainder to his 
y; first and other sons in tail male. The-infant defendant was the tenant in 


tail under this resettlement. The defendant E. claimed the income and 
accumulations of income arising from the ‘‘A’’ policy and the “B” 
policy, on the ground that the trust for accumulation of the policy moneys 
was valid only during the life of A. The plaintiffs, who were the 
of the policy moneys, the term of years, and the resettlement, took out 
this summons for the determination of the questions—viz., (1) whether the 
trust for accumulation extended to the moneys received under the “A” 
policy, and if it did so extend, whether the same trust was or was not 
valid for any and what period ; (2) the like as to the ‘‘ B’’ policy moneys. 
rr The following cases were cited by counsel: Re Lady Rosslyn’s Trust (16 
t Sim. 391) and Jagger v. Jagger (32 W. R. 284, 25 Ch. D. 729), and it was 
d conceded by counsel for the claimant that the trust for the accumulation 
of the “‘ A’’ policy moneys was valid. 

Kexewicu, J.—It is not contended on either side that the cases cited 
really decide the question now before me in the sense of age nage J a state 
of facts, I will not say on all fouts with, but reasonably like that with 
which I have to deal. The point is a new oneas the facts, and the 
cases only assist me in arriving at a principle of application of the provisions 
of the Legislature. The first thing to do is to construe the deed, and I must 
| do that as if the Thelluson Act had not been passed. Tean then by apply- 


ww ee cr 


ing the Act see hew far the intention of the deed can be su or not. 
The construction of the instrument is perfectly clear. I am dealing only 
with the ‘‘ B”’ policy, because each of the parties seems to treat the trusts 
of each of these policies as being separate trusts. This is what is to 
happen ; the trustees are to receive the moneys, and to accumulate them 
until all the policies in the University Life Assurance poe Aewe fallen 
due, and not until then was the corpus with the avcumi to be 
applicable according to the terms of the deed ; so there is no difficulty in 
the construction. I have next to apply the Act of Parliament. 
Of the four periods contemplated by the Act only two need be 
considered at all, and they are, the period during the life of the 
settlor, and the term of twenty-one years from the death of the 
settlor. It must be one or other of those two, because the other 
two periods are wholly inapplicable in language with reference 
to the particular deed. The Legislature has left one at ey 4 
to apply one uther of those periods whichever will fit the case. What it 
pets f to the cases, about which there is no doubt, is that 
you cannot apply more than one, and you must choose that one which 
fits the case. You are not to choose the one which will give the longest 
period of accumulation, you are not to choose the one which yon may 
suppose would best effectuate the intention, but you are to take the one 
which actually fits the intention as declared. It seems to me you cannot 
make to fit this direction a limitation of the accumulation for twenty- 
one years from the death of the settlor, because that leaves a gap for 
which no provision is made in the deed. You have to fit it in as well as 
youcan. The only thing you can do is to say that the accumulation 
commencing from the death of the assured is to be limited to one of the 
periods commencing from that time, it cannot commence from the death 
of the settlor, who might not be dead, and, therefore, you must take it 
d his life. The result is that it is really limited to so much of the 
period of his life as continued after receipt of the policy money; as a 
matter of fact there was none at gll. The result is that upon 
proper construction of the instrument, and upon the proper 
of the Act of Parliament there was no accumulation of this partic 
fund, and the proceeds of this policy ought never to have 
accumulated. The argument that the intention of the settlor 
defeated by this construction has no force, for the Thellusson Act was 
passed to destroy intention and to prevent settlurs and testators from 
giving effect to their full intention.—Counset, 4. W. Rowden; Warring- 
ton, Q.0., and Dibdin ; J. G. Wood. Soxticrrons, A. F. ¢ R. W. Tweedie. 
(Reported by R, J. A. Morrisox, Barrister-at-Law.)} 


WILCOX & GIBBS v. JANES. Romer, J. 29th April. 


Parzent—Costs or Parricu.ars or Ossections—Parents Act, 1883, s. 29, 
SUB-SECTION 6. 

| Adjourned summons. This was an application by the defendant in a 
. patent action raising the question with regard to allowance of the 
costs of particulars of objection that had been delivered by him. There 
pone mew 2 Merelge archetest ar read , and to answer 
| these'the defendants’ particulars been of a length. 

V The plaintiffs had by written notice discontinued the action, 
the detendants in their bill of costs, including those of their par- 
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ticulars of objections. 
provides that: ‘On taxation of costs regard shall 
vertichions dell and the 


ty was 
objections sent in by the defendant in the 
oa proper unless he a tten On 


trustees , to make a certificate, and he could not have 


such 
time unless he were to enter upon a sort of half trial 
was said 


that he could notdo. He with what 


the case of Middleton v. B \ thought that the court 


court was 


of such application to enable it 
case there was no such information before 
therefore, to certify, and the application faiied.—Covunssi, 4. 
Neville, Q C., and J. 0. Graham. Soxscrrors, Frederick Jones ; 
Y. Johnson 


The company had been formed in 1893 for the purpose 
the business of another bank, which bore the same name, 
of arrangement sanctioned both by the 
Court of New South Wales. A new 
meetings had been held in Australia 
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Winding-up Cases. 
AUSTRALIAN JOINT-STOCK BANK : gm. Vaughan Williams, J. 
28th April. 


Company—Wixoixe ur—Scueme or Arrancument—‘‘Just axp Equrr- 
Ante ’’—Companres Act, 1862, s. 79. 


| a7 
a. g 
rH 


SS 
by 
& 
Ss 


. 


; [Reported by Ratzcn B. Pariurorrs, Barrister-at-Law.; 
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Vaucuan WILLiams, 
the purpose of 
but so as to use of 
making an agreement between 
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should be wound up. 
., held that the petition was 
of closing 
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or 
the com: and 
and 80 as to Fender i posible to us the Bngliah Joint-Stock Companies 


Arrangement Act,.187! 
aud equitable to make the order, as it was the only way to avert 


insolvency.—Counsgt, Farwell, Q.C., and F. ; 
Vernon Swith, Q.0., W. H. oeonse Babes hp G 


Russell. Sowtcrtons, Slaughter ¢ May ; Walker, 
to the Board of Trade. 
[ Reported by C. W. Muap, Barrister-at-Law.| 


Martineau, 





0. 
. Hart and A. 
¢ Co. ; Solicitor 


High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
ANDREWS v. DENTON. Div. Court. 5th May. 
Licexstvo —Trawsrer—Prorscrion Onpzr—Lacensine Act, 1872 (35 & 36 


' Vier. c. 94), s. 3. 


The question was raised in this case whether, after a protection order 
Gegaperel trnastiose of = Nomen Coen at ae 
the licence had endorsed to him, the transferor of the 


had been te 
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October. An information under section 3 of the Licensing Act, 1872, was 
laid against the respondent charging him with selling beer without a 
bic? oe te before whom the information was heard 
aoquitted the respondent, but stated a case for the opinion of the High 
It was contended on behalf of the appellant that the effect of 
holding that the respondent was entitled to continue selling liquors under 
the licence after the protection order would be that two persons would be 
entitled tosell liquors under the same licence, a state of things which 
could never have been in the contemplation of the Legislature. It was 
also contended that a protection only could not be granted until after the 
proposed change of occupants had taken place, and that as the respondent 
was estopped from denying the validity of the order the case ought to be 
treated as if the charge had actually taken place 
Tus Covar (Hawxins and Wnuicut, JJ.) dismissed the appeal, on the 
that no reason had been shewn tor saying that the licence had 
cancelled.—Counset, Danckwerts ; Lawson Walton, Q.C., and Bodkin, 
Souicrrors, Wontner § Sons ; Maitlands, Peckham, $ Co. 
[Reported by C. G. Witexauam, Barrister-at-Law. | 
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Bankruptcy Cases. 


. Re BAATZ, Ex parte RAATZ. Vaughan Williams and Wright, JJ. 
6th and 29th April. 


Banxrvproy—Receivinc Orper— Petitioninc Creprror’s Dest—Br11s 
or Excnuancrs—Banxrvrrcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), 8. 6. 

This was an appeal by the debtor from a receiving order made by the 
Registrar of the county court at Swansea. The petitioning creditor’s debt 
Was money due for goois sold and delivered, for which bills had been 
given which had not matured at the date of the petition. The appellant 
contended tha the bills by the creditor had suspended the 
cause of action against the debtor for the original debt, and that, there- 

fore, there was not a good petitioning creditor’s debt. 
Taz Covrr (Vavenan Wriusiams and Waicut, JJ.) held that the 
act of bankruptcy by the deb an 6nd to the 















ebitts-a5_dishonoured for the purposes 
= the receiving order had been rightly 
Soxicrrors, Jvor Evans, 








bankrup petition, and tha 
matis.—Gounsa,, Meager; Muir Mackenzie. 
Swansea; A. J. Benjamin. 

[Reported by P. M. Fraxcxe, Barrister-at-Law. } 


Re PHILLIPS, Ex porte THOMAS & CO. Vaughan Williams and 
Wright, JJ. 4th May. 

Banxrvrrcy—Acr or Banxravuprcy—Nortice or Inrention to Suspenp 
Payment—Banxrvrtoy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), s. 4, scB- 
SECTION 1 (n). 

This was an appeal from the decision of his Honour Judge Edge in the 
County Court of Exeter, that certain orders, given by the bankrupt to 
Thomas & Co. for the payment to them of money owing to him, were void 
as having been taken by Thomas & Co. with notice of an act of bankruptcy. 
The debtor was a builder and contractor, and Thomas & Co. were brick 


merchants, In July, 1895, he was largely indebted to them for bricks | permanent income always reminding 


LAW SOCIETIES. 
THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
VICTORIA PENSION FUND. 
Subscriptions received up to the 5th May. 
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Amount previously acknowledg 
Isaac Bradley, Birmingham . 
Hartley & Pilgrim, Colne, Lancashire . ‘ 
Archibald Hanbury, 62, New Broad-street, E.C. 
William Flux, 3, East India-avenue, E.C. ‘ . i 
Thomas William Salmon, 2, Bond-court, Walbrook, E.C. 
Ernest Todd, 9, Bedford-row, W.C. : ‘i ; ‘ 
W. B. Young, Grove, St. Leonards . ‘ 
T. M. Francis, Cambridge . « . : 
Rivington & Son, 1, Fenchurch-buildings, E.C. 
H. Ockerby, 114, Queen Victoria-street, E.C.. 
John Graham, Carlisle . , s ‘ ; 
O. T. Saunders, Birmingham 
R. N. Rogers, Falmouth . P ‘ ‘ A 3 
Caprons, Dalton, Hitchins, & Brabant, Savile-place, W. 
Sir George Lewis, Ely-place, Holborn, W.C. . é ° 
F. J. Page, Brighton PS : ‘ 
Mackrell & Ward, 1, Walbrook, E.C. . . : 
Heath & Hamilton, 50, Lincoln’s-inn-fields . . . 
H. E. Johnson, 23, Knightrider-street, E.C. . ‘ . 
King, Wigg, & Co, 11, Queen Victoria-street, E.C. 
C. J. Chapman, Ulverston ° ; 5 . 
Beaumont & Son, 23, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 
W. H. Cockburn, Brighton. ‘ > . . 
Hy. J. Davis, Tivoli, Newport, Mon. ‘ > ° 
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SPECIAL GENERAL MEETING. 


A Special Genera] Meeting of the Incorporated Law Society was held at 
the Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, on Friday, the 30th ult., the 
President (Mr. JoszpH Appison, London) taking the chair, 


Presipent’s Remarks. 


The Presipent said: There are one or two matters I should like very 
shortly to mention to the meeting before the other business is 
with. The first is the subject of the fund which is being collected by 
way of a 
Memoriat Fonp 
of the present year of Her Majesty’s Jubilee. Having regard to the very 
large Eentnds which are made from all sources upon the purses of the 
members of the Society, that application has been very una: § responded 
to. The fund already amounts to about £5,000, and we hope, therefore, to 





hand over to the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, upon a scheme which 
will be arranged for their administration of it, a sum which will produce a 
ing us of this year of this most illustrious 


to let him have any more unless he | reign. I should aiso further mention that as a matter of entortainment we 


Sapied to him, and they refused 
some payment on account of his outstanding indebtedness. Upon 
the 17th of July he interviewed the manager of Thomas & Co. and told 
him to his own account, “ that if they would not continue to 
me with bricks I should not be able to carry out the contracts 

’ 1 had in hand, and should have to stop payment.’’ They agreed to 
continue to supply him with bricks upon his giving them two orders, one 
to the Great Western Railway Co., the other to the Somersetshire County 
Council, each for the payment of £300 money due to the debtor in respect 
of contracts. They supplied bim with bricks up to the 22nd of July, but 
refused tosend any more after that unless they received further payments. 
The debtor filed his own petition upon the 16th of August. The county 
court judge held that the orders were void because Thomas & Co. had 
taken them with notice of an act of bankruptcy, the act of bankruptcy 
being notice by the debtor of his intention to suspend payment contained 
his words quoted above. Thomas & Co. appealed. 
Tue Covrr (VavcHan Witii1aMs and Waicut, JJ.) allowed the appeal, 
holding that it was perfectly clear that the words used by the debtor did 
constitute notice of intention to suspend payment, that they did not 
such an intention, that the debtor had in fact no such intention, 

, on the contrary, that he would not have to suspend payment 
had been promised a continuance of the supply of bricks. Thomas 
. were therefore entitled to the benefit of the orders given to them by 
the debtor. Leave to appeal was granted.—CovunsgL, H. Reed, Q.C., and 
Carrington ; E. Tindal Atkinson, Q.C., and Ringwood. Soxscrrors, Belfrage 
¢ Co., for Lee Michell, Wellington; Ford, Harris, ¢ Ford. 

[Reported by P. M. Faaycxz, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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The present list of House of Lords appeals, says the Times, consists 
of 16 cases, of which 12 are English, 3 are Scotch, and 1 is an Irish 
oron There are 8 cases awaiting judgment, the first among them being 

; "s appeal, heard several months since, in which is involved 
as tc what constitutes “legal cruelty’ in a matrimonial 
while the last is the trade-union case of Allen y. Flood, heard a few 





should not like altogether to be devoid of something in that form this year, 
and we propose to hold a 
Batt 
in the Society’s Hall on the 30th June. Due notice of that will be sent, 
The Secretary is now preparing the necessary notices. One matter which has 
been a good deal noticed, and, I think, very properly noticed, is the subject 
of some 

County Court Rus 
which were lately issued in draft, and which were felt, especially in country 
offices, to press hardly upon merchants and manufacturers who wish to 
summon debtors out of the jurisdiction. The President of the Law Sociot 
was a good deal criticised at adding his name to these rules. Personally, 4 
have always received such very great kindness and consideration that 
criticism of all kinds I welcome. [ am at all times desirous of doing my best, 
and criticism which points out in any way where one has gone wrong or 
taken part in anything which is undesirable is the best tribute one can 
receive, because it has, certainly so far as I am concerned, led to a most 
hearty desire to set right what is wrong. But criticism went a little beyond 
the personal position of the President, and in one or two quarters I read 
criticisms which seemed to point to a responsibility on the part of the 
Council, That, I wish to say, is an entire mistake, and I should like to 
make it perfectly clear how these draft County Court Rules came to 
be issued. In the first place, the authority which prepares County Court 
Rules is an authority composed of county court judges. The county court 
judges prepare the draft of their rules with recommendations and forward 
them to the Rule Committee under the Judicature Acts, and they are then 
passed in draft by that body. Of course, it is impossible for me, it would 
be very wrong if I were to attempt to say what takes place in that body 
when these rules are before it ; but this I can say, that this does offer me an 
opportunity which I have desired and which I have ex very y 
to that body, that I should beat liberty to communicate with and receive 
suggesticns from those who are to be able to assist in such matters 
before any draft rules of the kind are put forward. I look upon it as an 
exceedingly undesirable thing that from 
public body which have to be taken back again and re-considered, or perhaps 
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colleagues on the Rule Committee that I, as the President, should have leave 
when these draft rules are brought up to communicate, as I should unques- 
tionably do, with the sources which would be best able to give information 
on such points and so to assist the labours of the Rule Committee. At 
present all such things are treated as perfectly secret, and I have no 
right to discuss them outside the Committee Room; and it may be that that 
rule will be still maintained. At the same time, I shall not fail when these 
County Court Rules come up again to express strongly to the Rule Com- 
mittee my sense that if the services of the President of the I Law 
Society to that Committee are to carry the weight and to be of the assistance 
which I for one should wish them to be, they will not do so unless the 
President is entitled to ask his friends and to receive their assistance and 
communicate that to the Rule Committee. The next poiat I wish to refer 
to, and that is one of importance to us, is the subject 


Lanp TRANSFER. 

Since our last meeting the Lord Chancellor has introduced his Bill. 
That Bill, as those who have looked at it will see, is wholly different to Bills 
which have been previously introduced. That it is so is owing to the very 
great efforts and labours of our friend Mr, Lake, who, as he has always done, 
has in no way spared himself in doing his best to mould whatever legislation 
may be put forward in the best shape in the i.uterest of the public and the 
profession. ‘The Bill has been the subject of a communication between the 
Council and the Lerd Chancellor and between the Council and the 
various Provincial Law Societies. The Lord Chancellor is prepared to 
introduce amendments into the Bill limiting the operation of the compulsory 
portion of the Bill to one county. That is to continue for three years, 
subject to two things. It is not to be introduced into any county if 
the County Council of that county at a meeting, at which two-thirds of the 
members of the County Council are present, pass a resolution to the effect 
that in their judgment the measure will not facilitate or cheapen the transfer 
of land in that county. If it be adopted in one county it is not to be 
extended to any other county for a period of three years unless any county 
desire, through the County Council, that it did be so extended, e Lord 
Chancellor is also entirely in accord with the views ex by the Council 
that no person should 4 admitted to practice for fee or reward in any 
registry other than solicitors. Under these ci » the Council has 
very anxiously considered, in concert with the law societies, the course 
which they ought to take. They know from their past experience, and they 
know from their friends in the House, that not only in the House of Lords, 
but also in the House of Commons is there a very.strong desire to introduce 
a system such as that contemplated. They know that the present 
Government is pledged to do it. They ow also, we all know, 
that the late Government joins on this point with the present 
Government, and they believe that in supporting this temperate 
and limited measure they will do good generally, and that if they 
do not it will be said: “ However limited is the experiment we seek to 
try, you will stand in the way. We, the supporters of this scheme, believe 
that we are going to offer to the public something which is beneficial; but 
the solicitors of England say that is not so, and P is’ actually object even to 
the experiment being tried.” Our view is, that the time is past for absolute 
resistance to what is proposed, and that if we do not accept this tentative 
measure, if we succeed, as possibly we may succeed by tactical opposition in 
the House of Commons, in blocking the Bill for the present session, we may 
place ourselves in an exceedingly bad position, and that it would be said: 
* You are altogether irreconcilable. We shall have nothing more to do with 
you, and we shall force any Biil through without reference to you.” It 
must be quite understood that the Council has in no way abandoned the 
expression of its opinion that regi ion of title will not benefit land 
transfer. The system has been tricd as a voluntary system for mow yee 
and has not made its way; and we do not believe that if com ion be 
applied any new and hidden beauties will be discovered in it, However, I 
must not detain the meeting longer with reference to that subject, but 
I have thought it right that there should be a clear understanding of 
the course which the Council think it right, after consulting their country 
colleagues, to take, and of some of the reasons which have induced 
to take that course. There is another matter which I will only take one 
moment to mention, and that is the question of 


Finance. 
It is no doubt known to every in the Hall that we are seeking to 
get a grant of about £5,000 a year to relieve the Society of the expense of 
about that amount which it incars in carrying out its statutory duties under 
what we call the Discipline Act of 1888. That these duties have been 
admirably performed by the committees is acknowledged by the judges and 
by the Council. They are eminently beneficial to the ion, because a 
large number of unfounded complaints are made to committee which 
formerly used to be made in public, and got into the papers ; and now these 
are disposed of without the unpleasantness which bay yeere when they 
were heard in public. It frequently used to happen ex parte statements 
were made in court. It may be that the name of the solicitor was not 
mentioned ; but, still, they affected the profession peeiiy. These state- 
ments were made by counsel upon statements which were perhaps as wrong 
as wrong could be; but some months afterwards, when the ma‘ 
disposed of altogether and dismissed, bably no reference was to 
the matter in the newspapers. Therefore, we shall all agree that that is 
eminently beneficial. We are trying to get a resolution of the House of 
Commons, peewee on the 11th of May in favour of the Society’s —— 
and any influence which any members of the Society can bring to 
friends of theirs who are Members of Parliament to the Society’s 
very reasonable application, we shall be glad if they make use of, and 
Mr. Williamson will place in the hands of any members who may so desire 


_ Short statements which show the eminently reasonable grounds on which 
the application is made, 
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opinion of this meeting, ail Chamber work arising out 
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long vacation, ought to be i 

work, if not proceeded with 
the opinion of a Judge at 
denia! of justice to an ae Bet ype werd > pend 
commencement of suc vacation.” He the motion did not give 
full expression to what he would have liked to see with the 
subject ; but these were 

for small mercies, an , 
sense that he had brought forward the motion. There was under the system 
of the long vacation a serious denial of justice to sui 

inging the matter forward at al) in the interests of the profession, but in 
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should go away at one time of the year and some at another. He believed 
that state of t the 

most parts of the no 
the judges could arrange together to go 
recreation which was so very necessary. H 
although the long vacation now ends and the 

24th October, it was a fact that practically and a 
was not got on with till after Christmas, because . 
commence than numbers of judges went away on circuit. Whilst 
the state of athinn, tings Senwad of: gating Rate oes Seen 
worse. There were plenty of cases one’s own experience 
Seta tas toot, sonstion.. "Under tan penemss papain te qnesion Som 
during the vacation. r presen: i q was, 
What constipated long vention business? And the aim of the authorities was 
to reduce to the very dimensions vacation business. It was his 
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tothe 24th October? Either the business needed to be done or not. 
what other profession in the country acted in this way? P 

to have their religious services and medical attendance. He 

how thankful everybody was when the Michaelmas Sittings were made to 
commence on the 24th October instead of the 2nd November, and there were 
high legal authorities who thought that an enormous concession. 

Mr. Spexcer Waireuean (London) said the motion was to the effect that 
work should be done during the long vacation. It did not say anything 
about the abolition of the long vacation. 

Mr. Harvey Oxirron (London) seconded the motion. 


Master Hawkins said Se any very great hard- 
ship would occur to any suitor by business being postponed over the long 
vacation that it should be taken as a matter of course. Those gentlemen 
whc were accustomed to attend chambers would say whether 
or not. ‘The long vacation was not for the convenience of t 
the officials, or the solicitors. It was for the clients. If a case was to go on 
during the long vacation one of the parties would be in 
or shooting in Wales, or a witness would be far a 
to go on it would be in the absence of material parties. The people of 
England made the long vacation, not the lawyers or officials. The vacation 
was made for the benefit of the people first of all, probably because it was 
necessary to get in the harvest. w it was necessary to get in another 
barvest of h th. Ani the whole popalation of Bagiend, down to the 
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man, took their long vacation. 1t was a habit people. As to 
not being done until after Christmas, this was because and solicitors 
had been in the Hi or somewhere else, and not attending to their 


business, and had to take of November and December, until they got 
into the line of their b in. Men would not take appointments in 
that first week, the last week of yi 

ie. Fons : We cnaty gt Cites-e eseeaens 

Master Hawxuns said he could not get fappointmentsiwery often, Asan 
ineeaaes, tant Sather Soe 
division to take an appointment. 
his own particular work. ro age Tell Ge on ee 
not wanted; they were all taking holidays. long vacation was 
made a bugbear. It was not the solicitors, it was not the officials, it was 
not the ju ges, it was the people of England 
vacation. 

Mr. W. H. Gray (London) thought that Mr. Hawkins had somewhat 
misunderstood the p of the motion. He they should all 
a great deal of sympathy with the motion, in that 
was caused, pi ings should 


subject because Order 63, rule 
r. Forp said the jad 
Fane ent Wie might, under the existing rules, direct proceed- 
Mr. Gray sai j e 
bas ve tormard wheoe bo eae bellghel that thane oeeslebentia baal, 
and he (Mr. Gray) did not think that matters could be carried further. 
There was another 
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do #0, but they did go forward. He had had considerable experience in 
business, and he asserted that they did go forward. aie 

The Vics-Paesipent (Mr. W. Goppgn, London) supported the motion. 
He was quite sure none of them needed Mr. Hawkins’ assurance to know 
that the chief clerks and officers of the court did their very utmost to avoid 

and delay to suitors. He welcomed the motion because it brought 
again the general question of the long vacation. He had listened 
to a many § es in that Hall on the subject, and had found 
ly, that the eloquence and vigour of argument had been on the side 
of the long vacation, but the solid grounds had always seemed to him to be 
on the other side, and he thought that the profession failed to realise 
what the long vacation meant. To his mind it meant very largely that the 
contentious business had left the courts. Not only the long vacation, but 
the other vacations contributed so seriously to the delay, which was the 
main deterrent factor to keep people out of the courts, and they had con- 
tributed so largely to that delay, that no solicitor could tell his client that his 
cause could be tried within months and months. Proceedings were length- 
ened out in a way which amounted, in a to a denial of justice 
altogether.‘ He thought that the chief clerks and the Bar, counsel and 
solicitors, did not know what was good for them, and that they would be 
very much better off if they could take their holidays when they liked, the 
year round. He felt quite sure that after a very short period of trial the 
solicitors and barristers and the courts would adapt themselves to the new 
state of . The courts might be opened every day in the year the 
whole year round, If the change could be brought about, they would soon 
find they would enjoy their holidays very much more than at present. 

Mr. H. J. Arrizz (London) did not like it to go forth that the lo 
vacation was created by the public. Solicitors in the City, and he believe 
the experience was the same in all the large centres, knew that during the 
long vacation a very large amount of litigious business went on, but it 
not conducted in the Courts but in the Arbitration Chambers connected 
the different trades of the country. It was a very busy time certainly 
himself, and he had only been away three weeks each long vacation 
last year, because of the number of arbitrations constantly going on 

the beng vacation. He knew that if they desired to get back to the 
the work of deciding the disputes which arise amo mercantile 
it was absolutely necessary that they should get rid of the long 

. As practical men of business they were obli to tell their 

merchants, and others that if they started a suit in the beginning 
of July it would not come on under any circumstances until practically the 
beginning of thenext year. Andalthough Mr. Justice Mathew and the Lord 
Chief Justice had rendered great service to the commercial community, 
it was impossible for them whilst this system continued to really meet the 
difficulties caused by the long vacation, because if there were some members 
of the ready and willing to render assistance in bringing on 
they were unable to do so. He moved, as an amendment, to defer 
whole question until the next general meeting, when some motion ought 
feenahs up for the entire abolition of the long vacation. 
. F. Rowiey Parker (London) seconded the amendment. He said the 
; was a very large one, and it could not be dealt with by piecemeal 
utions of this kind. And although he cordially supported Mr. Ford’s 
urpose, there were other questions which the resolution did not embrace. Mr. 
awkins had made the most astounding statement that the long vacation 
existed for the beuefit of the suitor. All he (Mr. Parker) had heard was that 
the suitor detested the long vacation and was shelved by it to a Chamber of 
Arbitration or some other tribunal and prevented going to the courts. The 
meeting should not pass any resolution which might be rescinded at another 
- .The long vacation was, in his opinion, doomed, and those who 
to keep it up had better at once consent to substantial curtailment. 
. E. K. Birra (London) thought the discussion had rather passed wide 
resolution. It had passed to the general question of the long vacation, 
it was hardly competent to discuss now. It had been suggested by 
wkins that in a case of substantial hardship the application for leave 
during the vacation would always be rote He (Mr. Blyth) 
recollected a case in which was the most cruel h ip and denial of justice 
which made so strong an impression on his mind that he had never 
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. Spencer Wuirexzav: How many years ago was that ? 
Mr. Brytu ied that it was a many years ago. An award was 
made for about £3,000 and costs in favour of the plaintiff, and a motion was 
made to enforce that and the usual execution upon it. It was refused by 


the learned A jndge, who said, “Is it possible to contend that an application 
to recover £3,000 of money is vacation business ?”’ and the application was 
dismissed with costs. He with Mr. Spencer Whitehead that that 


agreed 

would hardly be held now. There had been very considerable progress 
made in og eon the es but he failed to understand how any 
member of the Society could hold that where the proceedings on an order 
made just before the vacation would prevent substantial hardship or a denial 
of justice, it ought to be refused; and he failed to understand any ground 
fe lgena se the very modest motion before the meeting could be rejected. 

the meeting ed to adjourn the discussion with a view to raising a 
issue, he was perfectly ready to concur ; but otherwise he should support 


. K, Munton a es that he was bound to say there 
deal more in what Mr. Hawkins had said than some were ready 
admit ; and he trusted that, if the question of the long vacation was to 
at an adjourned meeting, they would look at the matter to 
in the view of Mr. Hawkins, instead of that of the other side. 
i@ton (London) said he could mention a modern case. He 
sum of money out of court, on very short notice, for a 
who'was in urgent need of money. It was necessary there should be 
of the rights of the parties, He (Mr. Pennington) was told 
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that it was not usual to make declarations of the rights of parties in the long 
vacation, and he could ea on it. 

Mr. Capman Jonzgs ( ) opposed the motion because it seemed to him 
they would stultify themselves and show ignorance if they were to passa 
reselution which simply stated the existing condition of thelaw. The motion 
said that in every case where, in the opinion of the judge, there would be 
hardship, it is to be considered as vacation business, and ought to be taken. 
It was no good to say that in a case where the opinion of the judge is taken 
and he declines to grant the application, hardship resulted under the present 
conditions. It would be exactly the same if the motion were made law to- 
morrow. Every judge had the power to decide whether or not any 
—- matter was vacation work. If the judge wrongly exercised his 

iscretion and injustice followed, it was only that jndges are human bei 
and it could not ibly be helped. The motion did not raise a single oot 
or alter the existing condition of things. 

Mr. Metviti Green (Worthing) wished that Mr. Ford would withdraw 
the motion. To vote either way was mischievous. A vote in favour of the 
motion seemed almost fenpomnible, and a vote it seemed to imply 
satisfaction with things as they are. The motion should be withdrawn, and 
the whole subject of the long vacation was one which would be quite worth 
a special meeting and discussion right to the bottom, so that some 
conclusion might be come to with regard to it. He did not think it would 
be in the direction of the present motion. Mr. Ford had not attached 
sufficient weight to his own words, “opinion of a jodse.” He was 

inking of the opinion of the suitor. jud ught it was not 
vacation business, and the suitor thought it was. he right thing was to 
shorten the vacation, and to shorten it very materially. He (Mr. Melvill 
Green) thought they sometimes overlooked the fact that litigious work 
differed from all other work. People could not leave it alone and take their 
holiday. If one side went on, the other must do so, and the result would be 
that a man with a small practice, who had no lieutenant to take his business, 
and that was the position with a large number of members of the profession 
who were not able to attend these meetings, and who ought to be considered, 
would never get a holiday at all. He thought that every man in 
the profession required a holiday of three weeks, and that no man, even if 
he were a judge, wanted ten weeks. He had never heard of a great physician 

ing more t eight weeks, whereas the long vacation was getting on 
for eleven weeks. Physicians in large practice certainly worked harder than 
the judges. The motivn ought to be withdrawn, and a discussion upon the 
Cale subject brought forward. 

Mr. Forp theught he would be well advised in giving way to the amend- 
ment. They were all very much indebted to Master Hawkins for having 
the courage to come to the meeting and tell them what he had told them. 
It had filled some of them with profound astonishment. He hoped some of 
the other officials would follow his example, because there was great advan- 
tage to be derived from exchanging of views in this frank way. The fatal 
provision was in the rale that “the judge may.” The judge would not, and 
the judge did not, for the very good reason that the profession were all 
going away. The judge would be cruel and unfeeling who knew that b 
the operation of this he would impose — one judge a burden of wor! 
during the vacation which it would be absolutely impossible for any human 
being to deal with. 

Mr. Green thought it was a mistake to adjourn the consideration of the 
matter to the meeting in July, because the annual report would then be 
brought up; it always took the meeting quite as long as the members were 
willing to stay. Could there not be a special meeting to consider the sub- 
ject? There was always plenty to do at the July meeting. 

Mr. Forp said that surely as it was a matter of consequence to the clients 
they ought to stop a little longer at the July meeting. A general adjourn- 
ment meant putting the whole thing off. 

The amendment having now become the motion before the meeting, 

Mr. Munron moved, as an amendment, “‘That the consideration of the 
subject be adjourned to a future meeting.” 

Mr. Spencer Wurreqeap seconded the amendment, for the reasons which 
had been advanced by Mr. Melvill Green. 

Mr. Parxer said the resolution which Mr. Ford had been withdrawi 
did not raise the question to be discussed. Discussion had largely turned 
upon the expediency of the ~ vacation. Mr. Ford’s motion referred 
only to a small branch of the subject. He submitted that, as a matter of 
order, that the whole thing be dropped. 

Mr. Forp hoped the amendment would not be adopted. It would 

to limbo the whole question. Unless a special meeting was called, 
there would be no meeting after July until January. 

Mr. R. Cuntirre (London) observed that it was open to any member of 
the Society, as well as any member of the Council, to move the resolution at 
the July meeting. Why should the meeting not accept it ? It was certain to 
be age ag forward. 

Mr. VILL GREEN asked, supposing half a dozen members gave notices 
of motions bearing on the long vacation for the July meeting, whether the 
oe ae, if carried, would stand in the way of anything being 


P 
a : Not in the least. Any member has a right to give notice 
of motion. 

Mr. Gray thought that Mr. Ford was entitled to have the question con- 
sidered in July. “te had withdrawn it on that understanding, and he (Mr. 
Gray) did not see any reason why it should not then be considered. At-that 
time the question would be very well before their minds. 

Mr. ArriEe himself that there should bea motion brought forward 
upon the subject at the July meeting. 

The Presipent: I prefer a direct adjournment of the question to July. 


We then know where we are. 
The amendment was wv the motion, “‘ That the consideration 
of Mr. Ford’s motion be adjourned until the-meeting in July in order to 
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enable a motion to be then made with the whole subject of the 
abolition of the long vacation,” was carried by a large majority. 


Socirat Founcrions. 


Mr. Hanvzy Cutrron, in accordance with notice, moved: ‘‘That it is 
desirable that the President and Council should endeavour to promote 
Popes hanual  Prosidental evsadions' tak Stic ‘poctodical 3 nsi 
way, by en: ptions inexpensive 
sockal fanctions in which any member of the Society he 
cared to do so.” He said he had brought the motion forward more with the 
view of obtaining an expression of opinion than with the of it. 
The President had already indi that a ball was to be held » bu 
he (Mr. Clifton) had in view parse regular and i ive entertain- 
menta, He thought it would be generally admitted that it was the desire of 


the Council and of every member to promote the ee Seen 2 
It was only by moans of functions auch as this that t Council could do 
sae enema ti ‘al foeli T! 
‘dlkig: sutihily oe 


a 

t the younger men, that the Council entertained at 

exclusive functions at the expense of the general body of the Society. He 
ayer gpaaian aa ion, but merely voiced it as justifying to some extent 
m 


Mr. Forp seconded the motion for the purpose of discussion, and, 
same time, that he might make a suggestion that this was 
portunity for the Law Club. They had great ad and 

that in this jubilee year ae the Law py dagen 
showing how it appreci e generosity e mem! 
in furnishing them with rooms one os Sone 
of entertainments, This might lead to a state of things 
Club, free of all further ex of annual subscriptions and 
can 
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should be thrown open to the profession. 
The Prusmenr: I am afraid that we of the Council 
the Club what they should do in the shape of entertainment. 
A al to promote, 
ity of this Society and its influence. But 
y no means easy. It is difficult to hold an entertai 
without very largely disorganising the daily routine of the institution. 
cleo weil soquoc to bo vescmagel, and T onqvhe can. eentha 
w require am quite sure 
= - pie eal reel ge ene By desirous 
ey can in the way of entertainment ularising ° 
do not think they would particular! denies ts have'ene enstseondil i 
carried, because I am not sure Mr. Clifton understands what, not only 
ee ee ae 
su 
Sen sthens came Gh ash teammate, teal teed tate ele 
—— oes resolution, inasmuch as the entertainments given in the 
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Society’s had been so expensive that had precluded many of the 
members from ing them. He cordially supported the resolution. 
There were no greater ties in the way of the Society than was the 


case with the Pharmaceutical and other societies which gave entertainments. 
The motion was negatived, six votes being given in its favour, and fifteen 


CieRxsuirs aT THE Courts or Justice. 
Mr. Currron said he had given notice of a question, but it did not ap) 
pon the paper of business. It was es follows: ‘‘ Whether the y 
makes, or whether the Society will make, any representation to secure the 
further appointment of experienced managing clerks only to the more 
t subordinate offices and clerkships of the Chambers of the Royal 
Courts of Justice?”’ 

The Pruesipznt said he was afraid he could not allow the question to be 
put, as the members had not had any notice of it, and he not allow it 
to be discussed now. If Mr. Clifton would give notice of it for the July 
meeting, the Council would be glad to consider it. 


Avuprencr or Sonrcrrors 1x THE Hicu Covrr. 


, , according to notice: “That it be an instruction to the 
Council of the Society to consider the desirableness of drawing up and of 


submi to the next General Annual Meeting a Memorandum showing in | the 
aan 


any—it is in the interest of suitors in Her Majesty’s Hi 
Court of Justice, that solicitors of the Supreme Court should have a right of 
audience in the h Court, and upon what conditions, if any ; and what 
Special Annual ion Fees—if any—should be paid to the Incor- 
porated Law Society by solicitors desiring to make use of such a right, if 
.’ He said he did not express any opinion upon the merits of the 
subject-matter, because he took the course of saying that it be referred 


ANNUAL MEETING OF THE BAR. 


She snoeal ganas Seng ie Se oe on Tuesday in the Old 
Dining Hall, *s-inn. The Attorney-General and there 
was & numerous attendance of the 
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which was carried. 


LAW FIRE INSURANCE SOCIETY. 
meeting of the Law Fire Insurance Society was 

y, at the Society’s House, Chancery 

presiding. 


The -first 
-lane, Sir Ricuamp 





to Domne. Fussensiiy, behed shoves See See ion, but | The 
A ion of Me. san 


Saunders, of Birmingham, and, he thought, Mr. 
was 


was a clause which banking 

Bench, and that would have given solicitors in all banking business a right of 
audience in the High Court in that limited way. That clause mysteriously dis- 
sppsssel Srves tho BIB, ond there wes capensis jnteieeten Ss Seeveee: 
He also pointed out that in the County Courts of the provinces an enormous 
amount of responsible work was now bein done, and that was transacted b 
solicitor advocates, men of great experience and abili 
through the country. It seemed reasonable in a 
a8 applications in chambers of a not very serious 
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the decennial average ending in 1895, Of these 3,619 
might be occurred in private houses. 
itself in the same aggressive form in the s 
there was a big fire at Messrs. Maple & Co.’s 
Camden Town, a building which was called 
and the society in common with a great many other 
had to meet somewhat heavy claims in consequence of 
the buildings destroyed, but also in respect of the 
trusted to their care. The most prolific cause of 
They had asserted their 
to be credited with no less than 499 fires, or nearly 
number of fires in the metropolis. Gas stoves 
next in the power of destructiveness, and were charged 
ordinary candles claimed their 
again, children were responsible, not in law, 
msible for 190 fires as the result of con- 
boxes of lucifer matches or lucifer matches without boxes into 
hting had been responsible fora great many fires, 
point were somewhat at fault, and he was not able 
definite information on the subject. 
@ good round sum in respect of fires attributable to electric 
believed that other companies had shared the same fate ; 
hoped improved methods and care might reduce fires from 
toa vanishing quantity. There was a new illuminant 
moment had created somewhat of a scare in the fire world. 
property of fizzling 
uence was an explosion, and 
That, of course, was an extremely dangerous illuminant to 
y the Home Secretary had had his attention called 
, and he (the Chairman) believed he had issued 
by which, at all events, the care of this destructive and 
put under particular conditions likely to render 
Coming to the accounts, the 
receipts side shewed an increase on the whole receipts of 
was summed up of £5,062, increase of premiums as 
, he thought, and an increase 
hen there was an increase in 
een 1895 and 1896 of £2,405, which gave a total of 
was to be deducted transfer fees, a decrease of £4, 
account in the investments account 1895, £4,076, which 
to which he had referred, Of course that profit and loss 
exceptional in respect of 1895. Coming to paym 
to say, exceeded in 1896 th 
one of the lucks of war with which they had to contend 
The commission shewed an increase 
point to an equivalent increase of 
. Fire Brigade cost £50 more than in 1895, income tax cost £32 
ent £1,003 more in 1896 than in 1895, but that 
for by one simple item—namely, £1,000, which the share- 
kind enough to add to the director’s remuneration. 
that jubilee bonus, the half-crown, which cost the society 
there was an increase of bonus to the staff of £200. Not- 
all that, in 1895 the society carried £10,000 to the reserve 
isfactory amount of £145,000, at which it 
net balance for 1896 was £54,901, as against £56,977 for 
ught, upon the face of 
eatisfactory p 
e investments at 
£336,164. cost was £296,360, so that a 
on investments of £39,804, which he thought was satis- 
vestment of the funds entrusted to the 
had been somewhat varied, but the 
pretty much what it-was. There was an increase in 


about one-third as nearly as 


mineral oil lamps. 


in the same ares. 
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they had to submit. 
» Which he hoped might 
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Wales Securities sold for the purpose of 
bonuses. There was a decrease in mortgages of 
t they would find was represented 
was a decrease of cash on 

; so there was the total £258,848, or an 
t. With regard to the dividend, of course 
bonus year every year. 
the half-crown, had 


year. 
the business had 
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taken occasion 
that they were not to look for a bonus ev 
directors were able nothwithstandi 
y up to the mark as in 1895—to declare a dividend of 
. That, it would be recollected, was the amount which 
declared for many years 
paid-up capital, 
considerable amount, which he hoped might ultimately 
the reserve fund. _He hoped they would consider this a 
dividend. The success of the pted 
had not grown, as Topsy did, but it was to be attributed to a 
First, it was to be attributed to the great influence 
rs were able to exercise in bringing business of a good 
the society, next to the confidence of the public, next to the 
f this connection he need not 
always felt they 
le secretary Mr. 
ts, and to the 
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also to the society’s - 
opergtion of the staff, to whom he was sure they all felt they 
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owed a debt of gratitude on , as on 
could only continue its uninterrupted success if it had that support 
to which he thought it was entitled at the 

shareholders, he ventured to think at the hands of the public. Com- 
petition, it must be recollected, was as keen as ever, 
appealed to the shareholders from time to time to enable the society not 
only to hold its own, but to keep pace with the best of their competitors 
in the fire insurance world. The society claimed to offer almost unrivalled 
security. First, there was the paid-up capital of £125,000, then the enor- 
mous uncalled capital of £5,000,000, which Mr. Bell—no bad judge in this 
matter—thought one of the best advertisements in the fire insurance 
world. Then there was a reserve fund of £145,000; and there was this 
fact, that while most of the fire offices had their dividends out of 
interests from investments, the great bulk of the society’s dividends had 
been paid out of the earnings forthe year. The interest from investments 
was only one-fifth of the income, and he thought that a reference to the 
accounts of many other offices would shew that that condition of —_ 
was entirely reversed. He submitted, therefore, that shareholders might 
with every confidence recommend those whose insurance business they 
commanded to come to the society, and he asked them to do so not only 
because they would be supporting the society which had the great claims 
he had mentioned with favourable consideration. but they would be pro- 
moting their own interest. He was sorry to say there were a few—a good 
few—shareholders who did not bring the society any business. He ——- 
to them especially to the rescue, and to celebrate her Majesty’s Jubilee by 
initiating a different condition of things, and in future to bring the 
society business, which in the past they had failed todo. There was only 
one other subject which he would refer to on this occasion, and that was to 
express the gratitude the directors felt to the very efficient, admirable, and 
eminently satisfactory way in which the Salvage Corps of Loadon did its 
work under its able commandant Captain Fox. That corps was. under 
the control of a committee of fire offices, of which Mr. Bell had filled the 
office of chairman, and he (the Chairman) had no doubt would fill it again. 

Lord Hosuovss seconded the motion. 

The motion was carried saomneney - 

Tue Onareman then declared a dividend of 17s. 6d. per share. 

Tux Onarrman moved that the following directors, who retired from 
office by rotation, be re-elected: Mr. OU. Whitbread Graham, Lord 
Stratheden and Messrs. J. Gwynne James, George Edgar Frere, 
Frederick Morgan. W. Melmoth Walters, William Williams, F. Parker 
Morrell, William Nocton, and Heary Arthur White. 

Sir Wu. Farnze seconded the motion, which was agreed to. : 

Tue Quareman moved the re-election of the retiring auditors as 
follows: Messrs. J. F. Burton, J. H. Hortin, W. Tanner Neye, Charles 
Robert Roberts West. 

This was agreed to, 

The meeting was then made special, and 

ape ag moved a ro which the yee egy 
for adoption, for amending the society’s deeds of settleme y the 
insertion of a clause permitting the payment of interim dividends. He 
trusted that the society had before it yet another fifty years of prosperity, 
and that there would be as much flow and as little ebb of receipts as had 
been the case during the fifty years’ period the society completed last 
year. 

Mr. Roorzr seconded the motion, which was agreed to. 

On the motion of Mr. J. F. Burton, seconded by Mr. E. K. Banozr, a 
vote of thanks to the Chairman was carried. 

The Cxareman, in returning thanks, said the board endeavour to do 
their best in the future as in the past, and he hoped they might be able to 
give the shareholders the interim dividend the resolution moved by Lord 
Hobhouse had rendered possible. 
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THE LAND TRANSFER BILL, 


Tux Standing Committee of the House of Lords met on Tuesday to con- 
sider the Land Transfer Bill, introduced by the Lord Chancellor. Lord 
Herschell the chair. 

On Clause 1 (devolution of legal interest in real estate on death), 

The Lord Chancellor moved the following amendment—to leave out 
sub-clause 4, and insert the following new sub-clause: ‘‘ The expression 
‘ real estate,’ in this part of this Act, shall not be deemed to include land 
of copyhold tenure or customary freehold in any case in which an admis- 
peptetan: Meads Bay Bape: = A eal to perfect the title 
of # purchaser from customary tenant. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Clauses 2 to 7, inclusive, were agreed to, with the exception of Clause 4, 
which was omitted in consequence of the previous amendment. 

On Clause 8 (right of indemnity in certain cases), the Lord Chancellor 
moved the insertion of the following words: ‘*In the event: of an appeal 
to the court ihe spate shall not be required to pay any costs 
his own, even if unsuccessful, unless the court shall consider that 


angen is unreasonable.”’ 
; amendment was agreed to, and Clauses 8, 9, and 10 were added to 
the Bill, with verbal amendments only. 

Lord then moved to insert the following new clause: 


oan instrument of transfer d licati register 
t or ¢ and an application to 

restrictive conditions or to alter ay BR, or alter the priority of a 
registered charge, shall, though under hand only, be deemed an instra- 
ment within the meaning of section 44 of the Stamp Act, 1891.” He 
said that the object was to prevent auctioneers and such persons from 
acting as solicitors in the transfer of land. Jt would not prevent owners 
from transferring their own land.  =— . zt, 
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The clause was agreed to. 
Clauses 11 and 12 were agreed to with ver' 


‘bal amendments. 
On Clause 13 (repealing section 21 of the principal Act, which preserves | they 


registered land from Y oyems of title by possession), 

Lord Thring moved the omission of the clause, on the ground that it 
would defeat the whole purpose of the Bill by making two incompatible 
titles to land possible. 

Lord Herschell agreed that if would not do to repeal the section 
altogether, for that would render a system of im possible. 
But he thought that the mene f au; by Lord Thring could be 
obviated. It could be provided that the person who claimed title 
possession for the statutory term should apply to the court to have h 
name registered as owner ; and that his title should not be held good until 
his name had been so red. 


walt lass a Te that this was om of the clauses which we 
m too hastily acce for the purpose of disarming opposition. For 
the moment he was dispel to yield to the suggestion of Tord Thring. 

The clause was negatived. 

Clauses 14 to 18, inclusive, were agreed to without amendment. 

On Clause 19 (power to require registration of title on sale), 

The Lord Chancellor proposed to leave out sub-clause 5, which provides 
that in the case of every order for registration made under this clause a 
draft of the order shall be communicated to the council of the county to 
which the order applies ; that the council — within three months of the 
time fixed for the order to come into operation petition her Majesty in 
Council that the order may be amended or not proceeded with ; and that 
the order shall not be effective until such petition has been considered. In 
place of the omitted sub-clause, the Lord Ohancellor proposed to insert 
the following :— 

‘* In the case of every order proposed to be made under this section, 
notice shall, six months before the order is made, be given to the council 
of the county to which such order is pro to 
the proposed order, together with the name of at least one place within or 
conveniently near to the county where a district registry office will be 
established, shall accompany the notice, and shall also be published in the 
Gazette. If within three months after receipt of the 
council, at a meeting lly called for the purpose, at which two-thirds 
of the whole number of the members shall be present, resolve, and com 
municate to the Privy Council their resolution, that in 
compulsory registration of title would not tend to facilitate or “9g 
the transfer of land in their county the order shall not be made. 
first order made under this section shall not affect more than one county. 
Except as to a county which shall have signified through its county 
council, pursuant to a resolution of such council passed ata at 
which two-thirds of the whole number of the members shall be present, 
its desire that registration of title shall be compulsorily applied to it, no 
further order shali be made under this section until the expiration of 
three years from the making of the first order. Proceedings 
Se er a ae after the passing of this 

ct. 

The Lotd Chancellor said that he prererred the clause without this 
amendment, but in face of the opposition of the solicitors he felt that it 
would be impossible to carry it in that form. He had hada conference 
with the President of the Law Society, who stated that, with this amend- 
ment in the Bill, the body which he represented would actively it. 
The ae of the ee was to give a power of a) os - .~ 
county council against an order of compulsory registration 
view of the extreme importance of obtaining the assistance of the solici- 
tors, he was p , therefore, to move the amendment. 

Lord Herschell said that he should not op the amendment, but he 
could not share the belief that it would be ineffectual in preventing the 
registration of land. The efforts which had so long been concentrated 
upon the House of Commons to muke land-registration tion impos- 

le would now be concentrated on the county councils; and he was not 
sure that the would not be equally successful in the Bill. 

The amendment was then to, and Clause 19 and the 
clauses were added to the Bill, which was then ordered to be reported 
with amendments to the House.— Zimes. 





LEGAL NEWS. 


APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. Grornez Srattarp, LL.B., Queen’s Advocate at Lagos, has been 
appointed Chief Justice of Sierra Leone in the place of Mr. E. Bruce 
Hindle, deceased. 

Mr. W. Nicou1, M.A., LL.B., has been appointed Queen’s Advocate at 
Lagos, vacated by the promotion of Mr. 8 \. 


Mr. T. A. Toompson, judge at the Falkland Ieles, has been appointed 
Registrar of the Supreme Court at Trinidad. 


Mr. Wriu1am Munnoiianp, Q.C., has been elected a Bencher of the 
Honourable Society of Lincoln’s-inn, in succession to the late Lord 
Justice Kay. 

Mr. Cuartes L. Eyre, solicitor, formerly of No. 1, John-street, Bed- 
ford-row, but now of 28, Martin’s-lane, Cannon-street, has been appointed 
a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Eyre was admitted in May, 1874. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Mesers. Kznnepy, Hvucuzs, & Kennzpy, solicitors, of 1, Clement’s-inn, 





Steund, London, have cunnged.ta qeuigrnate Sods, Dates Se Sete 
Mr. R. C. Po » of 1, Great George-street, Westminster 
will, from the 1st inst., carry on business under the style of Kennedy, 


Hughes, & Ponsonby. 


INFORMATION WANTED. 

Misstnc Dzeps.—No. 32 (formerly 9), Pembury-road, Lower Clapton.— 
aap ulbtien walang tee tame ante t thereof, dated 29th 
August, 1871, of the above to the late Mr. Daniel King, will 
oblige by communicating Messrs. Hilbery, 20, Great St. Helens, B.O. 

It solicitor has the Wrux of, or prepared a will since 1890 for, 
George “Frederick Godfrey, deceased, late of Gloucester-terrace, 
Bayswater, and of the Garrick Club, formerly in the Admiralty, 

G. Edward Carpenter, of 4, -square, W.C., solicitor, will be 
greatly obliged by such solicitor at 


E 


F 


communicating with him. 


GEN. 


ERAL. 
Mir. Justice Bruss hao bows wuipeietel as Janey to attend 
shire Assizes to try civil causes in Manchester Liverpool 
Font, commencing at the Autumn Circuits, in succession t 


ag 
f 


a 


The Dublin correspondent of the Times announces the death of the 
Stearne Ball Miller, one of the judges of the Irish 
He ted Armagh in Parliament from 1857 to 1859, 
1865 to 1867, when he was elevated to the bench. He 
regarded as a sound lawyer and an impartial and courteous 


The Selden Society is about to issue the eleventh volume 
tions——*‘ Select Pleas in the Court of Admiralty, Vol. II. : a.p. 
edited by Mr. Reginald G. Marsden. It contains about 
encenand) Ccommaate 6 Ge of Edward VI., Mary 


age ff 
a ii 


: 
LF 
2 


| 
f 
| 
é 
g 


this question, but my own impression is that it will be better at all events 
to walt and coc whet te the teoulé of the Veonch translation of the codes, 
and what value it is to students. It may well be that the Italian Code is 
more available for English student: 


! 


COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 


Rota or Reaistzars tx ATTENDANCE ON 











ustice Justice 
Bo Rigi , 
Mr. a - Godfrey 
Beal Rolt 
ss =: 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Mr. Lavie 
at oo Pugh 
~ Ward Lavie 
Pemberton Pugh 
Pemberton Pose 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
OHANCERY DIVISION. 
Easrze Srrrines, 1897. 


Before Mr. Justice Nortu. | Lyons vy Oakshette act 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). Baylis vy Campion act ol 
Brown v Collings act — - 
Lane o Mase Rose Gold Mining liery ay act Nor 
| Ludlow v Marshall act 
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Robarts v Ormond act 
Genn v East Kerrier Rural District 
Wi Way adja tered 
v sumns en’ 
in. Witness List 
sy Eyre Astorg v Chichester 
Papen Oimmes for England 


amas v ete Haretield, &c, Water Co, 
Cook v 


"Hough oot & mf 
v 
In re h , ee 
Earl of Westmorland v New Sharl- 
ston, &c, Co, 1d act 
The Clerks’ Mutual. Life 


Provident 
Assoc v Law Life Assce Soc act 
The Grays Chalk Quarries Co, 1d v 
Leabrooke 


act 
v Williamson act. 
In re The i date & Ta 20 The 


- Id, motn entered in Witness List 
Gear Case Patents Oo v 


> 


v Andrews t ‘ 

Goode v Higgs act & motn for 
judgt 

Rose v Pile act 

ME theta tor ix} (pleedings to be | 

r in 8 to 

delivered) , 

In re Meaby & Oo’s ld Trade-Mark, 
a 52,389, &c motan of Triticine 


Hodgson v House act 
oo — &c Cold v Web- 


Phoned v ll act without plead- 
v The a Southcoates, 


&c Gas Co 
Smart v 


— 


Edwards 
fas efi The New east Arcade 


Hood v Hawkins act 

Archer v Stone act 

Edwards v Bridgland 

The Pioneervlle Gold Co dv Will 
son 

Stanafld » D'Este act 

Pneumatic Tyre Co ld 

Ow The Speen aeeee, &c, Works 


me. v Drew act & ter 
coun 
oe ee act 


Nash v Dix 
v ae 


eis 


, the younger 


v Skene 
SMeaeen ¥ Aiton 
Mi pare Set e-Mark, “38, 128 
of 1 & Patenta, &c Acts. motn 
entered in Witness 
Date uation 
v act 
Boyle Psd cae act 
v Daeth 
Incandescent Gas. Light Co ld v 
Seligman act 
Heidemann v Smokeless Powder 
Cold act 


ast Corpn, &c 
Teasetlos, Tiskner, & Cold v Bur- 


vJ act 
<i eee, 
Baoon ¥ Wheable act 





Causes for Trial (without witnesses). 
Lovibond v Lovibond further hear- 
Onller} of action (restored by 


.~ J Tomkins mf j and 
m by order 
ino Groom Booty v Groom act 
In re Fish Lea v¥Fish mf j 
The Bristol Channel Malting & 
Milling Co 1d v Ross, Sleemar & 
a — mf - 
re v Parry act 
In re ‘oe Adie teen B D 
Atkinson &anr & H T Hickman 
& Arbtn Act, 1889 special case 
Jeffery v Stewart act (short) 


Adjourned Summonses. 
In re Ball, Ball vBall to come on 
with fur con 
In re Piercy Whitwham v Piercy 
In re Same, Same v Same appln of 


pit 
In re St Paul, Butler vy Grey (res- 


tored) 

In re The Barry Ry & Lord Wim- 
borne & V & P Act, 1874 pthd 

Wood v Edwards 

In re Hawkes, In re Barnes, Maples 
v Hawkes 

In re Hawkes, In re Davis, Hawkes 

v Davis 


y re Vaughan, Jervoise v Rowley 

Marquis of Abergavenn v Parsons 

In re anes Burnaby v Baron 
E 


In re Skene, Walter v Monk 

In re Sharland Kemp v Rozey 

Inre Mayhew Barrett v Mayhew 

In re St Mary’s Parish, Battersea, 
& General Paving (Metropolis) 
Act. 1817 

=e Yeo In re Hawkins Yeo v 


eo 

In re Fuller, Horsey, Sons & Cassell 
& D WB Leathley & V & P Act, 
1875, for sale of freehold pre- 
mises in Christian street, Com- 
mercial road 

In re O'Neill Davis v Wright 

In re Ratcliffe Ratcliff v Lovell 

In re Burn Macartney v Burn 

The Heston & Isleworth Urban 
District Council v Grout 

The Manchester Ship Canal Co. v 
The Com pene Se of Proprietors of 
the Roch 

In re Rogerson el v Roger- 


son 
In re Charrington Charrington v 


Charrington 
In re Tilley Shand v Mason 
Inre Wilson Pender v Wilson 
In re Smith Bridges vy Heaphy 
In re Goodwin Goodwin v Good- 


win 

In re Kershaw Tottenham v Ker- 
shaw 

In re Rawlins Alder v Carson 

In re Deacon Gardner v Deacon 

In re Pritt Mackereth v Mason 

In re Wyatt Gorfett v Phear 

In re McMurdo Penfield v 
McMurdo 

In re Earl of Scarborough Lord 
Savile v Hoare 

In re Baroness Forester Jervis v 
Lord Fi 


‘orester 
In re Cook Fueggle v Fueggle 
In reJohnson Roberts v Attorney- 


Gen 

In re Cartwright Cartwright v 
Crowdon 

In re Sillitoe Whittingham v Rus- 


coe 
In re Heaphy Soe Se ay 
In re Colvill Prince v W 

In 30 Tibbite & Gectiod Lend 

In re Cadwallader Cadwalledes'v 


Laxton 
In re Penn & Jones’ Contract & V & 
P Act, 1874 





In re Townshend Townshend v 
Barber 
Hunt vy Hunt to come on with far 


con 

In re Lady Lianover Freshfield v 
Herbert 

In ROR Watkinson v 


<a re Wood’s Patent Brick Syndi- 
cate Palmer v Wood’s Patent 
Brick Syndicate 


Further Considerations. 
Dawson v The Highgate Tramways 
ld far con 
In re Oxenham Ford vy Oxenham 
Ford v Ford fur con and two 
adjd summonses 
In re Pain Painv Pain fur con 
In re Godden Teague v Fox third 
eet ed Lodge Colli 
v ery 
Cold fur con 
In re Bent Taylor v Blackwell fur 


con 
In re Best Lazenby v Walker fur 


con 
In re McConnel Murray v Banister 
adjd sumns to come on as fur 


con 
In re Hannah Anderson v Haynes 
fur con and two adjd summonses 
Doncaster v The Direct Oash Trad- 
ing Cold fur con 
Hunt v Berner’s Hotel ld London 
& Universal Bank ld v Same 
b dong v Same (consolidated) fur 


ta 8 re > ipesoann Speakman v Birk - 


beck fur con 


Before Mr. Justice Sria.ina. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
In re Eastbourne Mansionsld Arm- 
strong & ors v The Eastbourne 
tee So ld act 

Tuckey v Barratt act 

Schroeder v Harris act . 

ae: Coltman & Baker act 





v a na of Morley act | Flood v 


Mytton v Evans act 

Williamson v Haggas 

The Home & Colonial Stores, ldv 
World’s Tea Co act 

The Exchange Telegraph Co, ld v 
The Central News, ld act pt hd 
(May 4) 
Brickwell v Faldo act 

Brenan v Jarvis act 

In re Von Dalmen’s Patent, 6,327 
—A—1895, and In re Wagner’s 
Patent, 14,775—A D—1895, and 
Patents Acts petn ordered to go 
into Witness List 

Bass, Ratcliff, & Gretton, ld v Idle 


act 

Webber vSandon act 

Powell, Duffryn, & Co, ld v Aber- 
dare Works and Oollieries, 1d 
act (pleadings to be delivered) 

Lewin v Hood act 

Abrahams v P: e act 

In re Powell, Powell v Powell 

Cibills-Buxaero v Schmoele, Rhodes 
&Co act 

Cooper v Cocker act 

Bernard v Nash act 

Harris v Barnato Bros act 

The Rhondda, &c, “2 ~~ v Port 
Talbot Ry & Docks Co 
Woodhead v Woodhead a 


Marquis of Anglesey v Litchfield 
Rural District Council act 

Roe v Walpole act 

Malcolm v Griffiths act 

In re Wilson Wilson v Wilson act 
&m fj 


rooking 

Stephens v Stephens act 

In re Romulus Norwood’s Patent, 
No 21,374,—A D—1891, and 
Patents &c Acts petition entered 
in witness list 

Griffith v Tower Publishing Oo ld 


act 

Basset v New Brighton Graydon 
Castle, &c Oo ld act, counter- 
claim & m f j 

Jones v Reed Ruck v Jones act & 
counter-claim 

Reed v Ruck act transferred from 
QB Division (to come on with 
previous act) 


Badin Reilly act (without 


The Du Danlo S Pocematio Tyre Co ld 
ng Davis Tyre & 

Valve t Co act 

Walker v King act 

Wood v Asher act 

Lowther v Postlethwaite act 

In re Marsh, Marsh v Joseph 
further appln ou sumns, ordered 
to go into Witness List 

Teanby v Christmas act & counter 
claim 


v Wood act 
Briggs v Waterhouse act 
Willis v J Weiner 1d act 


Cunyng' 

In ao Whiter, Macalister v Whiter 

Faithfull v Kemp act & counter 
claim 


The London & Foreign Contract 
pa ld Oe  aseten act & 
motn for 

Buckle v Worl act (transferred 
from Romer, J) 

Sanderson v King act 

Sewell v Bottomley act 

Bayley v Hooley act 

Estcourt Estcourt v Flood 
act & counter-claim (consolidated) 

Feltham & Co, ld v Hudson act 

Davies v Jones act 

Foxon, Robinson & Oo, ld v D 
Rylands,ld act 

Campbell v Girdlestone act 

ner v Cameron act 

Middlesex Joint Stock Banking, &c, 
Co, ldv Blumberg act 

Fitton & Son v Holmes act without 
pleadings 

The Associated Press v The United 
Press 


act 
Crute & Laurence v Ellis action & 
counter-claim 


Causes for Trial (without witnesses) 

and Adjourned Summonses. 

In re Alexander Swanston v Alex- 
ander adjdsumns (to come on 
with fur con) 

Elkins v Capital Guarantee Soc, ld 
adjdsumns SamevSame adjd 
sumns restored (heard for Mr 
Justice Romer) 

In re Groves Doughty v Groves 
adj sumns pt hd 

In re Morrison Maitland v Geare 


In re Loughton Loughton v 

jd sumns 

In re Delmar and Charitable Trusts 
Acts adjd sumns 

In re Kearns Kearns v Kearns 
adjd sumns 

Tn BF pene Watson Watson v Williams 

ja 

In re Macdonald Dick v Fraser 
adjd sumns 

In re Felton Rose v ioe 





ea adjd umny @ 





ween ee ee 


a 


I 








ns 
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In re Bailey Gomm v Bacon adjd 
sumns 
In re Brookes Odlesv Davis adjd 


sumns 

In re Liewellyn Hall v Llewellyn 
adjd sumns 

In re Hopkins Johnson v Hopkins 
adjd sumns 

In re Hardinge Lloyd v Jesson 
adjd sumns 

In re C E Wilson, a Solr, &c 
(taxation) adjd sumns 

In re J Cory v Cory adjd 
sumns 

In re Russian Spratts ld Johnson 
v Russian Spratts Jd adjd 
sumns 

In re Wood Epps v Wood adjd 
sumns 

In re Atkinson & Forde’s Contract 
& V & P Act, 1874 adjd sumns 

In re Olayton Winterbotham v 
Daubeny adjd sumns 

In re Lambert "Middleton v Moore 
adjd sumns 

In re McLeod Stevenson v Staight 


j 
In At prrarinal Pitman v Rackham 

J 
In re Potter Olarke v Potter adjd 

sumns 
Teverson v Dyer motn for judgt 
In re Burroughs Burroughs v Bur- 
‘“ ae eft = adj jd — 
ton v Ching jd sumns 

In a2 Mills Mais v Mills adj 


In ‘re Edwards & Settled Land Acts 


adjd 'smns 

In re Phillips & Lee’s Contract & V 
&PAct adjdsumns 

Kaye v Brook adjd sumns 

Metropolitan Ry Co v Verney m fj 
(short) 


Further Considerations. 
In re Waite Weatherall v Sturt 
fur con 
In re Fawcett Fawcett v Fawcett 


ur con 
Hemingway v Hemingway fur 
con 





Before Mr. Justice Kexewicu. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
Matthews vSherrin act 
Isaacs v Towell act 
In re Robinson, Robinson v Robin- 
son act 
Hipkins & Son v Plant act 
L de Rothschild v Miles act 
Parker-Jervis v Corbet act 
hy! Bn oe v Lucas act 
party notice of dft A J 
Schwabe 
Adby v Willett act & counter- 
claim (No 8 to come on imme- 
diately before this) 
Groome v Ricci act 
— v Gingell, Son, & Co 


In re 0 , March vOakley act 

Willett v A act 

Dessan v Grue act 

Bateman v Hertz act 

Roe v Crews act 

Fricker vy Van Grutten act 

In re Wood Prior vy Wood act & 
counter-claim 

8 v The Burry Port & 

wendreath Valley Ry Co act 

Pellow v Ohrly act 

Rowley v Ginnever act 

Kingswell v MacAndrew act and 
counter-claim 

Lake v Archer-Burton act 


joe gh a act 
v 

In re "The Beis Gold Fields of 
Wert Africa 1d & Co's Acts 
(Iugbam’s case) motn entered 
in Witness List In re Same & 
Co's Act (Rees case) motn entered 
in witness list May 11 with two 
adjd summonses 

Lord Battersea v Graham act 

Cox v Coaney act 

Miles v Gumley act & mf j 

Rumball v Rumball act 

Harvey v North North v Harvey 
act & counter-claim 

Neale v Wilford act 

The Portsea Island Building Soc 
(in Liquidation) v Winter act & 
counter-c 

Walton upon Thames Urban Dis- 
trict Council v Cababe act 

The Cornbrook Brewery Co ld v 
Gartsides 1d act 

Smith v King act 

In re Outhwaite Ellwood v Outh- 

I ns act 
oung v Higgs act 

Slade* Pockett act 

Willshaw v Sell, the elder act 

Joseph vSutherst act 

Wilkes v The Edison & Swan 
— Light Co. ld act (plt 


) 
Smith v Lan act 
Haws v Hardie &Sons act 
Tse ag 
worth v m act 

Lofthouse v Easton act 

Innes v Duncombe act 

In re Kennett Buck v Kennett 


act 

The Preston Davies’ Ball Bearings 
Cold v The Auto Machinery Co, 
ld act 

Aman -v Puckle act (transferred 
from Q B Division) 

Actien Gesellschaft fur Cartonna- 
gen Industrie v Temler act 

a vAshley act (to follow No 


Betts v — act (to follow Bal- 
lard v Wells) 

Williams v Hopkins act 

Stephens v Hughes act 

Bateman v Faber act & motn for 


judgt 
Duveen Bros v Countess of Pem- 
broke act 


fA apg oom act 
Bilby if ee & Westminster 


Bank, act 
Blumberg v Life Interest & Rever- 
sionary Securities Corpn, ld act 
Selim v Van Beveren issue for 


trial set down by order 

Aston Pearse v Ashton act & 
apty. emma 

Ellis v Gregory 

Kekewich v Bae act 

In re Hannan’s V , Gold 

, &c, Co, ld and Co’s Acts 

motn. set down. in the witness list 
by order 


Woods v Perks act 
Oliver v Baker act 


Causes for Trial (without witnesses). 
In re Antoniades Balli v Antoni- 
ades act 

Cook v Whiffin act (short) 


Adjourned Summonses. 
Oman Leman adjd sumns (first 
In 4 Waylett King v Cashmore 
en ereerg ee: April) 
In re Briggs Briggsv Briggs adjd 


sumns 
“a Rogers v Bloxsome 





G id v Codner 
J v Ditton act a toy 
delivered) 


In re Morris Armitage v Hopkins 


sumns 

In re Francis, Francis v Francis 
adjd sumns 

In re Park, Park v Tweed adjd 
sumns 

In re Bawden, National Provincial 
Bank of England 1d v Cresswell 
adjd sumns 

In re Serle, Gregory v Serle adjd 


sumns 
In re Errington, E = Be Tur- 
butt v Errington adjd su 
In re i a Randall v Cowie fo adjd 
rane hv ry | two adjd sumns 
by pit & dft F A Pugh 
Further Considerations. 
Jones v Jones fur con (restored) 
Townsend v Pepper fur con 
Long v Spiller & Co ld fur con 
Before Mr. Justice VavcHan 
Wiis. 
ee x: an a J = wa of 
pani. (Winding-op) 
Gold Reefs BA Women Australia 
1d (petn of G ED Durnford 
-Western Pioneer § 
(petn of J H. Clemes 


Bangor Mutual Ship Insce Soc ld 
(petn of M Beebe” J. Ellis, D 





Morris & H H 

South Luipaardsv: 1 Gold Mines ld 
(petn of E C Ker) 

Liberty One Fear Gold Mines 1d 
petn o Frey 

noe Borneo Pr and Cul- 


tivation Syndicate ld (petn of W 
P R Newlands 

British Gold Fields of < ‘mia 
ld (petn of O W. Cornmell 

South Nigel Gold Mining ‘oo ld 
(petn of J G Poole) 


Harefield Grove & ell Water 
Co ld (petn of H a) 
Castell & Brown 1d (petn of Fulham 


— & Cheavin Filter Co 

d) 

William Teggin & Co ld (petn of 
A B Wood) 

Musical Art Club Co ld (petn of W 
H Peake) 

Bank of Syria ld (petn of W EC 


Curre) 
Australian Joint Stock Bank Id 
(petn of A F H Darley) 





sumns 
In re Pewtress Wilkinson v Wil- 
a | 


adjd sumns 
In re Marrett Pott v Marrett adjd 
sumns 


Chancery Division. The Pneumatic ‘tyre Co, 1d v West 
Societe Vinicole de Turquie ld London Rubber, 1d act 
of Co and shareholders to ame + eae Tyre, 
ieee nitty Ooh Os sche Colonial Finance 
Seale » o> 1a be sedenel Sa v Dyson 
mead ofens oMsntt Toa ao 
Ro Coeehall & Genie andl ase —No 
duced (peta of Co) &e, Acts petin in Wit- 
Mains Man Co Carlisle 1d | _ mess List oT 
Haney pen of) M& Tidy The Oycle Co, ld os 
Te- ’ 
duced (petn of Co) inh Martinengo Martinengo v 
Court Summonses. Singh v act 
Companies (Winding-up). J Bros & Co, 1d v Jacobi, 
Liyrie Club ld (to stad root) Nei es Sale act (pleadings 
x er briques do Products Chimique, 
v 
Hemp Yarn & Cordage Co ld (for Turner ¥ on, act 
London and General Bank 14 (for | Simon v 


General Credit Co, ld (to appoint 


adjd sumns 
Haris v Sleep nod » Se sumns Asia (to list of contributories) 
I ton ht ie ht Lgenght eer 
v - 
"oil a rae berton) ld (to Se ee: 
Maxwell v Bird sumns 
In re Buller & Oroee’tazation) adjd ld (for ‘eine 


J Pyke & HOW 


London Metallurgical Co 1d (for 
review of taxati 


order 
Gibson 


Utilization Oo id (for payment of 
awall Minerals 
Corn Ry Co (as to 


ony: etry ay (to reverse 

decision of O R rejecting proof of 

G Newman) 

Veuve Monnier et ses Fils, 1d (to 

ey SS Sen 

Pe' Distributing Oo, ld (for 

delivery up of documents) 

Crown Lease Proprietary Co, 1d (to 

vary list of contributories) 
Division. 


sale) 
Same v Same (for leave to cross- 
examine 


Same v AE (declare dividend) 
te | Same v Same (for discovery) 


Before Mr. Justice Romer. 
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Schuller v Spanton act 
The Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co, ld 
v Wackerbath act 
Same ear ld v ate g pe oe 
o un’ act of Du 1a 
oo rey thang &c, Co, ld 
dette 7 — &e, Council Oe 
Fareham 
y Skipp. act 


Selon 
J Moore Thorpe ct 
v ac 
D Moore v Terps act 
re Tulip Smith v Ramshaw 
adja sumns entered in witness 


Everard v Derby act 
Bassett act without 


Thornton v Hunter act & counter 
— v Mayor, &c, of Osset 


Stainton v Hornsey act 

The Boston Ru Shoe Co v 
United States Rubber Co act 

Andrews v Cunningham act 

Reckitt & Sons ld v H Harris, Sons 
&Cold act without pleadings 

Sykes v Jennings Jennings v 
8 Same v Same Same v 
Same acts (consolidated) 

= & Burley v Neale & Sons 


a" Hasluck act 
v Adams act 
In re Cotterill Cotterill v Cherry 


act 
Hamilton v Cavendish act 
Hutchinson v Alliott act 
H Po aay & Sons v Petrocokino 


Petrocokino v H Clark act 

The Incandescent Gas Light Co ld 
v Mundler act 

Curtice v General Press Cutting 
Assoc ld act 

Brown v Thorn Thorn v Brown 
act & counter-claim 


pa> 


i 


her Valine. the youn act 
DR younger 


vestment & Land 
Mertarge Co ld v O'Connell 


Causes for Trial. 
(Without Witnesses and Adjourned 


Summonses.) 

In re Anstey, Anstey v Scott adj 
sumns 

In re Gibbon, Hewett v Coxwell 

adj sumns 

In re , Sheppard v Man- 
ning sumns 

In re Ashworth, Ashworth v Ash- 
worth sumns 

In re Marquis of Bristol, Earl Grey 


v adj sumns 
In re ESmith Loughran v Smith 


adj sumns 
Wiloox & Gibbs v Jancs adj sumns 
Inve Farrant Francis v Pooles adj 


Farther Considerations. 
In re Silvani Silvani y Butler fc 
(not before May 5) 
In re-Clarke Fawcett v Pethick fc 


Before Mr. Justice Bynwz. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
Transferred by a Janu- 


Leicestershire Pneumatic Tyre 
Co & Automatic Valve Co 
(not until further order) 

Duleep Singh v Hill act 

Gipps v Wynne act &mf j (No 
55 to be heard with this) 

The Southall, Norwood, ec, 
Council v Mousted act 

Rose v Neale act 

Horwood v Inskip act 

Wilson v Aldwinckle act 

Foat v Clark act & counter-claim 

Jarvis v Jareis act 

Anderson v Manchester, Shaffield, 
&e Ry Co act 

Maconochie v J Livingston & Co 
act for trial set down by order 

Groome v Ricci act 

Pollard v Weicher act 

Pneumatic Tyre Co, ld v English 
Cycle Co act 

Tles v Lewin act 


Leggett v Gardiner act 

In re Carter Oarter v Lake act 
Paul v Paul act 

Tribe v Sage act & counter-claim 
Colthurst v Leathley act 
Lockyer v Harvey & Co act 


act (not before May 10) 

Short v Montefiore act 

Dawson v Thompson act Thomp- 
son Vv Dawson act (consolidated) 

In re Holt, In re Rollason Holt v 

. Holt act 

In re Janes’ Petition, 1895, No 
10,920 petn ordered to go into 
Witness List 

bee v Hanslop Parish Council 


Cooley v Holt act 

Viscount Hood v Coulson act & 
m f j (see note to No 29) 

Jamieson & Co vJamieson act 

In re Williams Williams v Bar- 
croft act 

Dean v Sercombe, Son, & Co act 
(not before May 15) 

White v Weston act 

Radcliffe v Mayor, &c, of Plymouth 
act 

In re Tiffin Tiffin v Hamilton 


act 

Mitchell v J Beach, junr act 

Hewett v Wyand act 

Attorney-Gen v Kirk act 

Ratcliffe v Gleadowe act 

Davies v Townsend act 

Lock v Campbell act 

Carlisle Cafe Cold v Muse Bros & 
Co (set down by order) 

Hunt v Tripp act 

Hallett v Musgrave act & two 
motions 

Tanner v Tanner Act 

— v Mine Contract Co ld 


J ion & Sous v Wilkins act & 


Paget : Schwabe act 

In re Allison’s Patent, No 8,618 of 
ey petn entered in witnees 
ist 

Rady v Budd act 

Roy v Roy act 

Sheppard v Cooke act 

Wood v B Verity & Sons act 

Pye-Smith v Marriott act 

London General Omnibus Co ld v 
Death 

De Barretov Ridley act 

Waleall Rural District Council v 
Hughes act 

Beasley v Klingelbofer act 

Wadey v City & Suburban Free- 
hold Land Cold act 

a ams Co id v Wood- 


How v vy, Poon District Council 





of Carshalton act 


InreTreherne Weldon v Williams 





THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
May 11.—Mesars. Desennam, Tewson, Farmer, & Baiocewarer, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., 
in  gelagy — Messrs. J. Taylor & Son, London. (See 
advertisement, this week, 
May 11.—Messrs. Desexnan, ie Faamen, & Briocewarer, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., 
hold Ground-ren‘ the total value of £599 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. 
Senior & Lambert, Richmond, Surrey. (See advertisement, April 24, p. 4.) 
May 12.—Messrs. Eowis Fox & Bousrisvp, at the Mart. at 2 p.m., reehold Estates, com- 
ising half an Adventurer’s Share in the New River. Solicitors, Messrs. Evans, 
‘oster, & Wadham, London. (See advertisement, April 24, p. 4.) 
RESULT OF SALE. 
Satz or Revensioxs axp Lire Poxiciss. 


Messrs, H. E. Fostsrn & Crayrietp’s 7 Sale of these int 
one, nearly every Lot offered being sold. T sep ot Byam benys A ‘sone - 





aay ERSION : 
amnvnr of £6,424; life 70, provided life 30 survive Sold £620 
To £10, payable to a gentleman aged 31; Absolute Reversion to 
£600, receivable on death of survivor 609 hapa a, 
81. 74, and 73 tively .. oe ke a. tae 
ABSOLUTE REVERSI 
To a Trust Fund of £1,000; life 68 and 54 . - 395 
To ae ee nm possession of a ‘Residuary 3 ‘Estate ; 
yn] income soudby pe per annum Re ” 780 
POLICIES OF gunn 
For £500; life 61 . vee eat ee ase Jom ons — - 185 
For £500; life 61 . ian on as én on aa = a 200 
For £500; life 61 ... on oi oun wee pt oe a a 215 
For £10,000; life 62 oie ¥ a ite sie ode a w 7,700 
For £1,000; life 62 ob oe dab hee nae adi on ” 409 
For £1,000 ; life 64 ig ad ani os sane aa bee pee 700 
#or £2,000; life 64 va! te om oe sae ve ss wn 250 








Wanrn'xc To rvtenpinc Hovss Purcuasers anp Lessges.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined, Tested, and Reported Upon by an Expert from Messrs. Carter 
Bros , 65, V ctoria- street, Westminster. Fee quoted on receipt of full 
particulars. Established 21 years.)—[Apvr. ] 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Faipay, April 30. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loorep m Caancery. 

Bowp Straeet Brewery Co, Liurrep Gs ne ae are required, on or 

powasdy ey 24, to eend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
to William Kevan, 12, Acresfield, Bolton 

ousne py Ben Co, Laure b—Oreditors are requieé, on or before June 12, to send 
their names and addresses, and th e particulars of their debts and claims, to Edwin 
Guthrie, 71, King st, 

Douppesrox Warp Haut Co, , (rx VotunTary or gpl a Creditors are 
req on on or before a to send their names d the particulars 
ot their debts or claims, to Charles Richards, Cobden chmbrs, Therm st, Bir- 


Lexps Darty News, Liwrrep—All persons having ~ claim are required, on or before 

May 10, to send in their names and addresses, an rs of their debts or 

ns = a Hepper, East parade, Leeds Bovling Bon, Leeds, solors for the 
uida’ 

Lonpow anp West AUSTRALIAN Conrnece Co, Luurrsp—Creditors are required, on 
page, LA Ee - and addresses, and of their debts and 
claims, to Francis Turner, 11, Gueeeee’ Hall ct, Mansion 

Provincrat Lanp Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before eye June 1, to 
send their names and addresses, and the of their debts and claims, to 

Edward Mounsey, 3, Lord st, Liverpool Jones & Co, Liverpool, solors for liquidator 

Sours Zampest Devetopment Co, Loutrep—Petn for win je 
directed to be heard on Wednesday, May 12 E. Vernor 30, Theo! ’s rd, 
Bedford row, solor for petner Notice of appearing m must reach the above-named not 
later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of May 11 

Unpernir., Staxnam, & Musson, Tamrran— Creditors are, on or before June 12, to send 
their names and and particulars of their debts or to William 

Nicholson, jison, 12, Wood st, London. Lensupll & On, Gelgnnem ch, eclers for laquldater 


Untmuurzp 1x CHANOERY. 
CenTraL Le yea PERMANENT op ye Burtpine Society or pene 
pone —s on or before May 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particu- 
lars $- ~~ - or claims, to 7, ined Willie Bully, Bonk chmbre, Bridgwater. Hagon, 
or for trustee 
Mernopouis Np Countizs Permanent Investment Burtpixc Socirery—Petn for winding 
Sle chasers ro ay tlhe nng "Motioo of apes a ao t reach th fa. 
ne, or thus e 
8 eT en taeetonetn of tor 10 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
Sr. Joseru’s Carnouic Buniat Society, 170, Culford rd, Kingsland, N. April 21 
London Gazette.—Tuxspay, May 4. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lonrep tx Caanorry. 


Cuartertaxp Consotipatep, Liumrrep—Creditors are pete, on or before June 24, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 
, 8, Bucklersbury. Grant & Co, Norfolk st, Strand, solors for liqui- 


Cassenen Seagrete Coyceyrrator, Luarsp (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are required, 
on or before May 31, to oe ee nape, Cy pomneaee at 6 their claims, 
to Corbin & Greener, Greshsm st, solors for liquidator 

Dorortiey Gas Co, Linrrep are required, on or before June 14, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of "their debts or claims, to Alfred Whitting- 


ham, Ruabon 
Eras. Hore Gotv Muves, Linrrep—Creditors are ome sean, on or before June 29, to send 
their and and the their debts 


names 
Ernest Collins, Old Broad st Minet & Cannon st, solors to the 
pd Wass & Co, Iaurrap—Petn for 27, directed to be 


on Wi a fu Halacs © Co, 81, Oheapaide, esos for peter 


+a 
od 
— 
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IspesTauctiste Ionrrrow Toss Srxorcars, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or 
before June 9, to send in their names and and the partioulare of their debts 
or claims, , to A. J. Channon, coat ncaa mang ~ 

gf ey = LD SYSDICATE, MITED—Petn or 
directed to ; i, Conduit iy Nod t et, Hond rt, eslos for for 


be heard on May 12 Lumley & ee Se 4 
petner. Notice of appearing must reach the abo’ 
the afternoon of May 11 
Mowrtow Mitts Co, mee ond the particular of thet on or before June 21, to send their 
names and addresses, and the or claims, to Join Edward 
aterhouse, & Fielding, | Water st, Grest Harwood. 
Les. Havocth, Greet Hs po may— 24. 


i meshes, Stat Co, Keenan ae are ceeeiens ts @ beine Some 19, to send 
their names and addresses, the a < their debts or claims, to Thomas 

Waterworth, Victoria st, hay te A E. & B. Haworth, » solors to liquida- 
tors 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 


Hanns, Jouy, Churchstoke, Montgomery May 29 Buchanan, Clun, Salop 

Hoop, Tuomas, Birmingham, Publican May15 Restall, Birmingham 

Hyerr, Wi1.14m, South Hackney, Bootmaker May 31 Ashbridge, Whitechapel ri 
Jonzs, Morais, Lianllechid, Carparvon, Farmer May 20 Jones, Bangor 

Kerr, Hersext, Wimbledon, Surrey May ii Stanley Evans & Co, Theobald’s rd 
Pewace, Marxsco, Abchurch In, May 20 Hopgoods & Dowson, Whitehall pl 

Reap, Dawiet, Ipswich May 31 Turner & Turner, Ipswich 

Rerwoups, Joux, Ebbw Vale, Monmouth, Fireman May 24 Shepard, Tredegar 
Rosrnrs, Jouy, Cardiff May17 Cousins, Cardiff 

Rooxgs, E.izaperu, Leamington June1 Wheble, Leamington 

Scuwasz, Gustav Cunistiay, Kensington Palace grdns July1 Lawrence & Co, Newsq 


Farenps Unirep Rerxpgen Court Frrexpuy Soctery, Friendly Societies Hall, Croft st, 
Heckmond wike pril 28 


, York. 


Senior, the Rev Joszrn, Scarborough Junel Scholefield, Hemsworth, Wakefield 
Syivesrer, James Joseru, Mayfair May 14 Hicks & Co, King st, Covent garden 
Tuompson, Hensert, Halifax May 20 Furniss & Eastwood, Bradford 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 


Last Day or Cram. 


London Gasette.—Faivay, April 16. 
Oxenpex, Sir Hexwrny Mowracv, Bart, Canterbury May 19 Busseil v Oxenden, Stir- 


ling, J Digby, Coleman st 


Vicxress, Taomas James, Oxford st, is Victualler May 20 Vickress v Irish, 


Kekewich, J Routh, Southampton st, B 


Wits, aaewe. Combmartin, nr Iifracombe, Publican May 14 Irwin v Willis, Stir- 


ling, J Day, South Molton, Devon 


Woop, Wiit1am, Crawley, Sussex, Farmer April 30 Greenfield v Wood, Stirling, J 


Head & Co, Reigate 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 


Last Day or Cram, 


London Gazette, Tuuspar, April 20. 


Batvarp, Mary, Brighton May 23 Goodman, Brighton 
Buiaxe, Horace Lyxx, Norwich, Hotel Proprietor May 31 
Gera Durer s, Anrnorn Apair, Hastings, Architect 


Riceoee Haxwnau, Preston May17 Clarke, Preston 


Macpvoveat, Rev James, Reading June1 Budd & Co, Austin friars 
Perry, Ven Archdeacon Gzorcs Gresiey, Lincoln May18 Danby & Co, Lincoln 


Porrer, Tromas Winter, Chariton Kings, Gloucester 


Manchester 


Syxes, Exizanern, Spridlington, Lincoln May1 Danby & Co, Lincoln 
London Gazette.—Fatpar, April 23. 
Barney, Witt1am, Halifax May 26 Barstow & Midgley, Halifax 
Baninc, Mrs Susan Carrer, Grafton st June1 Lawrence & Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 
Busy, Many Axx, Kentish Town May 25 Carr & Co, Rood lane 
Cuanx, Cuarcorre, Spalding, Lincs June17 Mee & Co, Retford 


Vicxery, Many Cazasy, Hastings May 19 Chalinder, Hastings 

Wavxesn, Evizaseru Faances, Waterford, Ireland May 20 Beale & Martin, Reading 
Wuire, Joux, East Retford May 29 Marshalls & Bate, East Retford 

Wittiams, Marcaret, Carmarthen May 20 Hughes, Liandilo 


London Gaxzette.—Tuxspay, April 27. 
Bavixoton, Lucy Ex:zaperu, Horncastle, Lincoln June1 Dee, Horncastle 
Cottixes, Gites, Latchford, Chester June$ Dobson, Warrington 
Corme.t, Joux, Cheltenham June1 Cormell, Cheltenham 
Epwarps, Marrna, Welshpool, Montgomery May29 Williams & Co, Newtown 
GRay, Many, Newcastle upon Tyne July1 Dransfield & Elsdon, Newcastle on Tyne 
Hakrttey, Evsrace Doveras, Gray’s inn eq May 24 Collisson & Prichard, Bedford row 
Hantvey, Joux, Lancaster May 26 Thompson, Lancaster 
| Hawortn, Ricuarp, Litherland, nr Liverpool July1 Smith & Son, Liverpool 
Harter, Bexsamtn, Lymington, Hants, Harness Maker May 23 Moore & Oo, Lyming- 


ton 

Sadd & Bacon, Norwich | Hossox, Bexsamiy, Sheffield July 1 A Taylor & Co, Sheffield 
May 10 Beattie, London Hopasox, Kev Taoxas Epwanp, Stockton on Tees June7 Gandell, Bedford row 

| Larxry, Micnart, Birkenhead, Greengrocer June1 Reinhardt, Birkenhead . 
| Luceert, James, Oxford, Yeoman July 24 Wilkins & Toy, Chipping Norton 
| Montanry, Epwanp Ouran, Sydney, New South Wales, Civil Engineer May22 Gal- 
May 26 Cunliffes & Greg, | Paar, Hexny, Gateshead, Durham, Plumber July1 Dransfield & Elsdon, Newoastle 
Ravupten, Gitsent Joux Moon, Sub-Lieutenant in the R.N. Sept 1 Barlow & Bar- 
Re, Daxign McDoxatp, South Woodford, Essex, Schoolmaster June9 C & E Wood- 


e, 
Rosersox, Witi14M, Faversham, Kent, Draper Tassell & Son, Faversham 
Scuoies, Gzorcr, Upton Manor, Essex Junel Cook & Ellis, Mark lane 
Sippix, Gores, and Exvizaseta Sippie, Durham Junel Mark & Co, Newcastle . 





Cnorrs, WiLu1am, Derby, Licensed Victualler May 20 Jones & Middleton, Chesterfield | Tuonws, Hexny, Horsham, Surrey Jane 10 Wade & Eisdell, Henfield 


Evwanps, Sir Henry, Berkeley sq Junel Stibbard & Co, 


Ex.1son, Josern Samvugy, York, Joiner May 22 Law, Birstall 

Fovtagr, Rosert Witt1aM, Penley, Flint June1 Malkin & Co, Martin’s lane 
Gotpiz, Geoncz, Kensington sq, Architect May 29 Spink & Brown, York 
Hagpmay, Jos1an, Stoke upon Trent May15 Llewellyn & Ackrill, Tunstall 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, April 30. 

RECEIVING ORDERS. 

xg vy, Bent 18 Ord Ape > Tinley Engineer 

wa, * pet Rotherham, Grocer Shofield Pet April 


Bares, Witu1aM | ee Fentox, Stoke w Trent, 
mes 7 Ord 


itoke upon Trent Pet April 27 Ord Apri 


Busox, Jo Jouy, Fulham rd High Court Pet Aprili3 Ord 
Basseny, J W & So vane, Build High Court 
Pet April 9 Ord ‘A pril 2 oe 
Bazan.er, Josern, Lower Shelf, ed ? Milk Dealer 
C a a Wretham, Wine i Merchant Wrexham 
HIDLAW, On, Wine re: 
Caan Ape 28 prt ke Aucti Bf 
aN, East, Court 
Pet March 17 Ord Apel ay? pa 
Cuayrox, Frepericx Wiiu1Am, Luton, Bedford Laton 
Gen Fenn Brighton, General A h 
aa, t 
Pet Ai Ord April ee 
. Traveller Birmingham 
Dawson, Ricnarp, Bayswater, Civil Service Clerk High 
Court Modo Le Ord April 26 
Dore Fan renee York, Innkeeper Leeds Pet 
er ~ hi, Joux, Woore, Salop, Licensed Vict- 
Nantwich Pet April 25 Ord April 26 
Puuiows; Hare, Sedgley, s Dudley Pet athe re 26 
Ord April 26 
Fisuen, Isapenia gasn, Be Neweastle on Tyne, 
ewcastle on April 26 Ord At ape a 26 
retgel 2 Oe » a betes Butcher 
Fo —eo™ Glos Cheltenham Pet April 26 
Gra Wo Durham, Grocer Durham Pet April 9 | 


Davies, +. 


Tiprixa, Witiiam, Brasted Park, Kent June1 Russell & Co, New inn, Strand 

WA urn, ee Hupsox, Dorset st, Portmansq May24 Caprons & Co, Savile pl, 

Wvarr, Jauzs Dewnis, Stoke, Devonport JuneS Rooker & Co, Plymouth 

Ww , Pra Grora: New South Wi & 
RIGHT, + ne Weetmbaats ‘ales, Surgeon May 22 Light & Gal- 


Leadenhall st 








Gooves, Postion, ee hb Demis, ayhenper Yeovil Wax, Poon | Seatemes, Ord Ape Upholsterer High 
Hanes, Gronor, Shalala ehaiiy Ringe, Wore, Builder Worces- | Wit.tass, Wrottan. Aston Seton ed pl ao 
Ruuse, Waeos Anke Leeds, Currier Leeds Pet Wassems “Be Apel 3 Ord A ets 


April 26 26 
, Farmer Newtowl 
oe tj ee Financier Croydon Pet wip 


Ord A: te 


Janes, Poms Menmouth, sinmnted aiqusjieiagk be in the 
port, Mon ’Pet April 7 ‘Ord April 27 as Saat pebtecet 
Serkan, Evax, Clydach, Glam, Licensed Victualler Swan: | London Gasette 


eden, Taney Baper Preston Pe ee Ph Pa teed!s Oc Mois 


an, Preto 
Tuomas Cuartes, Lewishain rd, Auctioneer Amended notice substituted for that in the 
og ch Pet March 6 Ord Ageia Tn se Geaeite of Agate. 


Kwiont, Gzonos Muraay, Brixton hill, Tailor High | q,, Pet 
Court Pet April7 Ord April 28 » Boot Denier Carmarthen 
Lasou, a Mast, Salisbury, 4 Wilts, Grocer Salisbury Gone 18 Ord 


Lota 4 Od Ape Devons Barnstaple 


Pet April26 Ord April 26 Broom, Louis Isa, 
pesmi ie P, a Case Maker 


29, 
Pe aE EE ssc sas | RE 


FIRST MEETINGS. ty 
Clothier May 12at11 Off Rec, 


rd May 10 at 11 Bankruptcy — 








. Cnet et Sent On jens —— = oe, Revesten, Site May 7 at 
SOE nasi’ Pet Agel S8° Ord hertl ao” | Rosana Bananay, Josxrn, La mr Halifax, Milk Dealer 
auummee ‘Wuatiry, Kennington, Commission Agent | Cuonite tite yh - 
tee ak Pet April 27 Ord April 27 | Cnommane, Seen Sai 
26 Ord Apel 96” ed Gorm 
‘auTeR. Scarborough Scarborough Pet April 28 ener, Maat O@ 


nick, Halifex, Stuff Merchant Halifax » tee Civil Service Clerk May10 - 
T Pet Apel 3 "Ord Apel 2 Bradford, Merchant nar a a i, Former May10 at > 
wrford Ord ‘April 27 re yy) 





April | ear, orthallerton 
Tioms pty Li... fb Agent | Evaxs, Yona: May 12 at 
Pet April 26 Ord April 26 | 12 
i py ey Oe General Dealer | st Tatil Bank 
eee eh, aes Pa an = | cup lee keh me 
Ord April 26 7 Tiles, Garey. : 











Sater 


~~ 
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1Lt1aM Herar, Glam, ILLER, GrorceE, ‘armouth MEETINGS. 
Se eta ob High ot Merthyr Ty eel es A a Mant gn (OE Ayanar, Lelester, Boot Manufacturer May 12 


Sates, |W Sacer, Poultry” “iy? 12 Bankruptcy 
Bear, ox CHARLES, Tote Coachbuilder May 
11.30 ten tee 
Hvoass, Jone, Deabigh May 8at11.30 The 
, 
J Gaivrits ae mee May 12 at3 Off Rec, 
3, Queen st, Cardiff 
Jounson, Wii114n, Beverley, York, Fruit Merchant May 
cm as ll pon thy Beene House In, Hull 
id, Painter May7at3 Off 
xan he HA it Buss, B Medium, Provision Dealer 
House, Black’ 
a Hanes Arron, Lass, Locke Jomnniae May 12 at il 
aor’ Jouw Cnares, peleenth, Fancy Dealer May 8 
Suashe fo ae Somewen, Tree at 11 Off Rec, 
sn, Samutt 7 at: 
6, Bond ter, Wakefield , 
Pzaar, Joan Wiit1am, Heckmondwike May 7 at 3 Off 
Bank chm’ Batley 
ert apap Aberavon, nye Grocer May 11 at 12 
Pace J Joux om Witten Tonypandy Glam, Tailor May 11 
, huaaan Haver Fete Pn, Norfolk, Farmer 
Norwich 


May 8 at 12.30 Off Ree, 8, 
Parser, Cuaries, Ipswich, Grocer Mey ii at 10.30 Off 


Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
Qurro010, John, | Boot 

ei. Dealer May 8 at 12 Off 
at, Warwick, Grocer May 10 at 


12.30 Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, 
Routine, Ricnarp Suerranp, W. . 
on me — ate, Farmer sey 8 at 
May 12 Pat 12 
May 7 at 12.30 
otis Sinoer May 
ham 
none 12 at 


Ree, 29, 
eet Fisner, Milford Ha’ ¥ ~ 
— May 8 at 11 Off Rec, Caan 
ee Retate Aout May 7 at 2.30 

Ly ante , Butcher May 7 


at2 
Toz Snuael J Plymouth 
io, Atheneum ter, j 


ae May 7 at 11 
W. Josers, Ipswich, ilor Mayllatil Off Rec, 36, 
Wanxper, E ; May 7 at 11 Bankruptcy 


— Dealer 


i 
ny 
ing 
Ht 


fe 

z 
fs 
ge BE 
i 
ae 
Z 
i 
i 


ed 
in 


f 
i 


i 
| 


Gress, Fraxcis W: Northampton, Shoe Man 
turer ‘Northampton ’ Pet Aprils wianee 
Pet tt Ord Apel 37 oa on seine 

Hau, ieecem SmuatLwoop, Manchester, Provi- 
sion Dealer Salford Aprill Ord a 

ie heaps Ciel Te 

ane v1 pean Liverpool Pet April 
28 
Haarizy, Witt1am, Armley, Leeds, Currier Leeds Pet 


; 
; 


port, Mon Pet April27 Ord April 27 
Juvxims, Evans, Clydach, Glam, Licensed Victuall 
3 Swansea Pet April 27 Ord April 27 * 
“in ame Te 
Jupsox, Waurar, Preston, Fancy Draper Preston Pet 
April 27 Ord April 27 
3 —F 9s. Ord Salicbary , Wilts, Grocer Salisbury 
einiu Cha OO Berl 


Penrose, ae. 
Court 


April 

cae Waar vo <x Guinten Agent High 

Suncuen Ping ps Leicester Pet 
April 26 Ord April 26 


Surrn, WacTeR, House Painter Scarborough 

Pet April 98. Ord Apel 38 2B 

Spences, Farperick, , Halifax, Stuff Merchant 
Halifax Pet April 28 Ord April 28 


Swary, Mary Mituicays Evizasets Dixwoopre, Bare, or 
Preston 3 


Pet A: Ord 
TeT.ey igre tat Ord b Oferchant Brad- 
T food es Da Ag a to Commission Agent 
nomas, Davip ae, © on 
Cardiff Pet April 2% Ord April 26 
Tarrconine, egg jam General 
Dealer April 26 Ord April 36. 
Way, Frarx Seaporne, “Ht Upholsterer High 


Court Pet April 27 Ord April 27 

Wetrs, Rosert Hewrrt, panaped. Wine Merchant 
Liverpool Pet April5 Ord April 28 

Wii11ams, Tromas, Aston New Town, Warwicks, Boot 


Dealer Birmingham Pet A 26 Ord A; 
Wage, Oe WILiiaM be oe Dealer ead 


Ord 
Wisoy, 1-4 , Yorks Sheffield Pet Feb 
24 Ord April 


Amended notice substituted for that oy lished in the 
London Gazette of A 
QuiRo1Lo, - pa. Boot , ae Pet 
April 15 Ord April 15 
London Gasatte.—Turspay, May 4. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
— Jouyx, Wigan, Draper Wigan Pet April 29 Ord 


BiancuarpD, Coartes NATHANIEL, eiy Hill, Sussex, 
Printer Brighton Pet April 29 Ord April 29 
ei Hexny, Fulham High Court Pet May 


1 yl 
Brows, Hexry Horatio, Bank Clerk Derby Pet 
April2 Ord May 1 — 7 


Cotzmay, THomas, Raffron Walden, Essex, Nurseryman 
Cambridge Pet April 13 Ord April 


Cosqnas, Sam, ifax Halifax Pet April 30 Ord 

a —_ oe mm By Cees, ra Apel 9 
esman a 

—~ a, Cardiff Pet April 9 Ord 


=a JosEPH in ese, and Eowin Caartes Anprew, Man- 
& So Onk Apel — Agents Manchester Pet April 


Dore, g Butea, Brixton, Baker High Court Pet April 


Dovpett, Henry Groroe, Stockwell, Builder High Court 
D re yolhes Tigh Doust. et sont Out Aa 
RAKE, 8 30 
Gissox, oan, Pet Apelt 0 “Ont Apel 30 Merchant 
Ongrs, Josern, Preston Montlord nr Shrewsbury, Farmer 
Shrewsbury Pet March10 Ord March 20 


Haut, Cuarces Weavens, pee Plumber Wands- 
worth Pet A 


29 ng x LL 
Harz, Argraur Frepericx, Wolverhampton, bee 
i istant Wolverhampton Pet April Ord 


29 
Homann gee . Pig Dealer Sheffield Pet 
t Hartlepool, Boiler Smith Sunder- 
April 30 Ord April 30 
Hu, ty =! ae. Auctioneer Pontypridd Pet April 
JENNINGS, Yous Writiam, Leeds Leeds Pet April 29 
Ord Te 29 
ee =) LiveR, Kensington HighCourt Pet April 12 
y 
Joxgs, Dante, Finsbury P; Solicitor High Court Pet 
pril 26 Ord Apri oad ' 
ee Se 
Mavunprett, om gt e , Wilts, Farmer 
Swindon ond a 
Mences, ly ~ pat Walmer, Kent, Manservant Canter- 
Pet A) Ord ‘April 28 
Moors, oe. See itis , Ford, Devon Plymouth Pet 
Perry, ee iix Me Newman, West Wellow, Hants, Builder 
Southam: Pet Mayi Ord May1 
= Bolton Bolton Pet April 
Pru, Wit1am, sen, Wi Staffs, Builder Walsall 
Pet 130 Ord April ae - 


Raatrz, Water, Bane, *Famiture Dealer Swansea 
Pet Nov 23 Ord Dec 15 


Hitt, Anprew, West 
land Pet 


Lewis, Fayxy Evizapern, § 
ster Pet April 29 


sie ILFRED Exnest, 


Banger. Tomar, Sale, Chester, Butcher Manchester 
30 Ord April 39 

diene onyx, and Nort Granam Wuuirrre.p, Newport, 

Mon tes ag Mon Pet 1 Ord May1 

Rurrix, AvcusTe NaPo.eoy, sq, 

Court orion or Ord 








Arrersury, Basi. Fey may me Engineer 
May 13 at 2.30 Bankruptey y bldgs, Carey 

Draper y 13 at 0.45 Court 

Beatz, Wiss, May 13 at 12.30 24, Railway 


Tuomas, and Sauvet Baapsuans, Wolverton, 
Farmers Ma: 


ap, 
Brapsvurw 
Wi y i4at li 23, Colmore row, 


Brooxs, Faspesicx Joux, Edmonton, vision Dealer 
May il3at3 Off 95, Temple => —— avenue 

CaTouProwLE, Taow, Birmingham, Baker May 11 at ll 

Curistiay, Hast, Leytonstone, Auctioneer May 13 at il 

igs, Carey st 
eae Groner Mixes, Boscombe, Hants, Cook May 11 at 
Off Rec, Salisbury 

Seats Taomas ~——% Teteneth, Builder May 12 at 11 
23, Colmore 

Cross, Txomas, Brighton, General Agent May 13 at 1 

sao, Haitex ‘May 12 at 12 Off Rec, Town- 


brook, ieninghem, Traveller 
ore ooo sew Birming 


Crossiry 


Davigs, ee ae 
May 13 at 11 Duiteld, 


a mene Butcher May ll at 3 
Co ey 

MM) ty ne tm Moss 8 nr Manchester, 

Provision Dealer May i2 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, 


Manchester 

Hanes, Gzones, Shelaley Worcesters, Builder May 
12 at 11.30 Off st, Worcester 

Jounsox, J OLiver, - y 12 at 12 Bank- 

Laco, Hexny ‘ Hants, Builder May 14 at 12.30 

Laverton, Wiit1am, Merton, Devon May 18 at 115 
Kise's 's Arms 

Mencen, Jouy, jun, Walmer, Kent, Manservant May 13 

at9 Ree, 73, Castle st, Canter’ 

Pale Sata Me Tamige, High oc Bridgewater ase 
il r yn, 

Pazorr, Joux, Lianelly May 12 at Off Rec, 4, 

Prsreren 1L¥reD Erxyest, Bolton May 13 at 3 16, 

8 Epuuyp, eee, Vette May 11 at 2.30 Off Rec, 

Terczy, Witt1am Hannison, Bradford May 12at11 Off 
Res, 31, Manor row, 

Taxcowixe, Samus, 
May 12 at 11.30 Off 

Tremewan, FeepeRicx Perranzabuloe, Cornwall 
Grocer May 12at12 Off Boscawen st, Truro 

bak ry be Parkstone, Dorsets, Gardener May 

Way, Faaxx Scappixe, Upholsterer May 12 at 
2.30 

Wetcu, Faep, y 18 at 2.30 Bankruptcy 

Wuirs, Josern, Finsbury Pk, Outfitter May 12 at 12 


Carey st 
Wituasms, Taomas, Aston juxta Birmi Boot 
ween Ge 23, row, To 
1LL1AMs, Witt1am, Liandilo, Carmarthens, 
May 12 Carmarthen 


, Travelling Draper 
ter 

Chemist May 12 at 3 
ADJUDICATIONS. ' 

ay Sout, Wigan, Draper Wigan Pet April 29 Ord 

Bagyert, HF. Solicitor Canterbury Pet June 

28 Ord ae 
Bears, yim Battersea Wandsworth Pet March 31 
oven, Recon Baawe, Fulham High Court Pet May 
Ord May 1 


Pe. East, Auctioneer Court 
Pet March 17° Ord April 26 et 
Curenas, Youn, Sane Halifax Pet April 30 Ord 
Crosser, —_- gg Srcieteet, rea ras 
Davies, Haroxp, Cardiff Pet A 9 Ord Apel 30 
Deay, Joszru Woon, and Epwix | abn any HA Man- 
oom, fae Manchester Pet April 


ora, Bizeanern, Briton, Bake High Court Pet April 


30 
mer -"¥~ | inne Merchant Cardiff Pet Febsé 


22 Ord April 30 
Hisparp, Frepericn, Sheffield, Pig Dealer Sheffield Pet 
April 30 Ord April 30 
Huu, > Wi Boilersmith Sunderland 
Pet April 29 bE a lil 
pel 29°'Oed ril 29 “2 = 
ee ¥' Joun Wiitiam, Leeds Leeds Pet April 2 
: yy Aun, Dover, Saddler Canterbury Pet April 
Lewis, Faxyy Grocer Kidder- 
Ma Peanee Homey 0 - Wilts, Farmer 
‘Swindon Pet 2 Ord 
Mezces, Jouy, j ‘almer, Manservant Canter- 
Moous, Husa aseie Wel, Doves Plymouth Pet 
N ig he - 4 lane, Journalist High 
“Court Pet March 18 Ord 


al xb wie seukted (| >_> 


# 
z 


SPRETPSSHO 5  EPEpESEE SPREE SRcedseueearegeee es | oF fer ote sate 








[2.30 
115 
y 18 


May 
12 at 
ptcy 
t 12 


B 


1 2 
pri 


$235 3 
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“= ES |MAPLE & CO _|S¥e 50,10, 78 PER cen. 


Parrott, Jon». ’ 

“April 28 Ori Maya 

Prixineror, Wasess: Exwyzst, Bolton Bolton Pet April 
29 Ord April’29 


Pum, Epwarp ‘igh Oo ey ~ Pet Pe ym 


Puics, Jonx by yy 4 Glam, Tailor Ponty- 
pridd Pet April 5 
Pru, wor _, ‘Wednes vr Staffs, Builder Walsall 


Pet April 30 
Rexsnaw, Tuomas, ay fal, On — Butcher Manchester 
Pet April 30 Ord A 
Ross, Storzy Arraur, Pebattesary, avenue, Merchant 
High Court Pet March 26 Ord 
Rurrix, Avevsts Napouzox, To rd, Manufac- 
turer High Court Pet April29 Ord April 29 
Suarr, Rosert, Norton, nr kton on 
&tockton on Tees w espa ® 0 Ord April 29 
Groans, * Tuomas, ham, Farmer 
ages Ord April 28 
Twowas Trax, Naptymodl, Glam, Painter Cardiff Pet 


Wass, —, Ipswich, Tailor Ipswich Pet April 26 


Wanner, 


Northampton Pet April 28 


‘o-° Ord May 1 
Wroee, ALTER, Pl 
Pet April 30 Ord 
ADJUDICA' ON ANNULLED. 
Lewis, Anraur Wevtesitzy Noyes, Camden st, Camden 
Town, Yacht Builder Poole Adjud July 1, 1895 
Annui April 12 


Devon, Farmer Plymouth 





A REAL BOON OFFERED FREE. 
The mune oes “7-9 the oarsman, the 


the footballer—al the wonderful f 
es” Vi-Cooon. dr. L. Castleton, 15, 


mien: 
two months ago, and I am glad to say that since then I 


without su I find nothing potting picts me up so quickly as 

b cup of Dr. Ti Tibbles’ Vi-Oocos $y 
ool, I i be glad to testify 

5 pada ge lene aint spe mamainatene cn — Ae 


pf ee is what we claim for Dr. c= wl 
Vi-Cocoa, and we are to send to any reader who 
names Tue Soxicitrors’ Journat (a will do) a 
dainty sample tin of Dr. Tibbles’ Vi- free and post- 
. There is no magic in all this. It is a plain, honest, 
tforward offer. It is done to introduce the merits 
of Vi-Cocoa into every home. Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, asa 
concentrated form of nourishment and vitality, is invalu- 
able; nay, more than this, for to all who wish to face the 
strife and battle of life with greater e lurance and more 
sustained exertion, it is absolutely indispensable. 
Dr. Tibbles’ V: Vi-Goooe i ae up in 6d. a padeets, anh ae. 
and 1s. 6d. tins. obtained f: all chemists, 
grocers, and Pies a ay Dr. Tibbles’ ViUooo, Limited, 
Suffolk House, Cannon -street, London, E.Cc, 


aa wan sneer 


OFFICE.—No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement t, 

bape te direst sho oftention of the Legal easion 

to the + of his experience of upwards of 

ion of all pro forma notices, 

&c., and Tal hove solicits their continued support.—N.B. 

Forms, vw me for Statutory Noticer to Creditors and Dis- 

solutions of Partnership, with necessary Declaration. 

Official stamps for advertisements and file of ‘‘ London 
Gazette” kept. By appointment. 


M.W. EDGLEY, 40 & 41, Fleet-st. 
AMERICAN ROLL TOP DESKS. 
M, W. Edgley, 40 & 41, Fleet-st. 
AMERICAN ROLL TOP DESKS. 
M. W. Edgley, 40 & 41, Fleet-st, 
AMERICAN ROLL TOP DESKS. 
M. W. Edgley, 40 & 41, Fleet~st. 


-EDE AND SON, 


ROBE AS2. MAKERS. 


To Her Majesty, th Lord m tah Seances 1 Whole of thi 
e OF, e e 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, é&e 








ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
erks, and Olerke of the Peace. 
Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


Law Wi 


FURNITURE 


for 




















OFFICES ==u= 
BANKS = 
— 
ROOMS 23 
FIRST Samal 





CLASS 
FURNITURE 


Tottenham Court-road, London, W. 
PATENTS and TRADE-MARES. 


W. P. THOMPSON & CO., 
322, High Holborn, W.C. 
(and at Liverroot, Mancugsrer, and Bismixonan), 


LONDON and INTERNATIONAL AGENTS of Pro- 
vincial and Foreign SOLICITORS in 
PATENT matters. 


Represeniatives in all Capitals, 
ATENTS.—Mr. F. W. GOLBY, ALE, 























eral wee pn " 

Mr. Harry Nicholls, &c.; Miss sty i Mant 
Miss Vane Preceded, at 7. 

ALL THAT GLITTERS 18 NOT GOLD." 7 


HAYMARKET. 
At 8.30, UNDER THE RED ROBE: Mr. Cyril 
Mr. Herbeat Waring, Mr. Sydney Valentine, Mr. 

Gould, Mr. Holman Clark, Mr. Hamilton Kevelle, Mr. J. 
L. Mackay, Mr. Dawson Mil Mr. C. Bilakist 
G. Barker, Mr. A. Mayer, Mr. 
M. Brown, 





PRINCE OF WALES’. 
THIS AFTERNOON, at 3.0, A PIERROT’S LIFE: 
Mdile. Felicia Mallett, Miss Ellas Dee, Malle. Litini 
Jacquinet, and Signor Rossi. Followed by Mr. GEORGE 


tn i 
Thorne, W. bacumnan, Seune, Sinem, and Willie Edouin ; 
ae Gastelle, Mills, Wells, Irving, 





Popes ent ig ‘BR. D’Oyly 

THIS oan at 8.25, THE YUOMAN OF THE 
GUARD: Messrs. Walter Passmore, Hensy A , R. 
Tem PRB fy rnb, gay BS, 2 
ham ; Ilka Palmay, Florence Perry, and Rosina 











Dear Sirs,—I have received the 


and with which I am 
you have mate Se mae truly 
The Deed Box Supply Company. 
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19 ya an 
long wes. 
&1 10s. Od. 


12 Compartments. 
93 long tf 143 wide by 


21 Os 04. 
SPECIAL LINES IN BALLOT BOXES. 
VOTING 


All kinds of aun weal, Essay Boome 
Any of our Boxes not of money 


We are appointing and shall be 
a= 
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EBENHAM, TEWSON, FARMER, & 
BRIDGEWATER 





RE ae at the MART. on TUESDAY, MAY 11, at 
, the Tealags ef BUSINESS or OFFICE P RE- 

a of about » and com 
Sass, No. ater-lane, t vier 
ground floor, basement, upper floors. The 
«ground floor and basement are now let on a 
minable by three months’ notice at a rentof £50; the 
remainder isin hand. Early possession may be obtained 
tor re-letting or for occupation. 

Particulars of Messrs. John Taylor & Son, Solicitors, 14, 
ret eee R. J. Bui pa, & jur- 
‘veyor, Charlton-road, Black 


a 





CITY OF LONDON (on the borders of).— —Sound ieee 
hold Investment, producing £115 per annum net.— 


EBENHAM, TEWSON, FARMER, & 
BRIDGEWATER, 
will pana of the mane on TUmDAY, MAY 18, at 
TWO, the substantial modern — pes PREMISES, 
be nay No. 80, Chiswell-street position 
from. seeptrenians ia = ew 
ving a fron of about ae 
‘Fisted ground floor, basement, and four Bm acer —_ 
floors. Leased for seven, 14, or 21 
1895, at £170 per annum. Held — 
from the ical Commissioners for an ee 
— We about 75 years at « ground-rent of £55 per 


Particulars of Messrs. Snow, Snow, & Fox, Solicitors, 7, 
Great St. Thomas Apostle; and of the Auctioneers, 80, 


CITY OF LONDON (on the borders of) aie? ra Free- 
hold Premises, leased at £: > ee ae oe neem, 
aoording an investment of the highest class.— Messrs. 
EBENHAM, TEWSON, FARMER, & 
PF ee gee = 


will SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY, MAY 15. at 

TWO, the commanding FREEHOLD PREMISES, Nos. 
y AFF yo — Ponte eal Sede Gases ft, - 5 fi 

ing r, ent, and four 

spacious upper » eevee seven, 14, or 21 years from 

Lady Day. 1906 ate a rental of £325 per andum for the first 

seven years, £350 per annum for the remainder of the 


Particulars of Messrs. Hill, Son, & Rickards, Solicitors, 
Gheapaide E.C.; and of the Auctioneers, 80, 





CITY OF LONDON. t Wareh Premi 
on lease at £550, rising to £600 per annum.—Mersrs. 
EBENHAM, TEWSON, FARMER, & 

BRIDGEWATER 

at the MART, on TUESDAY, MAY 15, at 
Leas HOLD PREMIS , known 
as No, 44, for a term of seven, 14, 
a ristmas, ta, 1505 atthe very moderate fn 


Rr 11 


let 





will SEL 


of £550 annum for the first three years, 
om ‘or the pcan carp Held divest toon 
y uw unexpired. 
Particulars of Messrs. Hill, Son, Rickards, Solicitors, 


fee Broad-street ; and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheap- 


CITY of LONDON and SYDENHAM.—By order of the 
of W. ws mee Me +, deceased .— 





Vi Leasehold Propert a, prising business 
—— of offices, and private residences, having 
a of upwards of £2,500 per annum, all held for 

at moderate ground-rents. Also 


long unexpired terms at 
_ Leasehold Ground-rents es to £16 per annum, 
tan. 


EBENHAM, TEWSON, FARMER, & 


BRIDGEWATER 
we sei at the MART, on THURSDAY, JUNE 3, at 
the following LEASEHOLDS : 
7 ean im it Block of Office Premises, 
No. 26, in’s-lane, Cannon-street, compris- 
* ing govand Sse, basement, and three upper 
. let om leases and yearly tenancies at 


amounting to, per annum ee .£991 10 0 
| Tot2?.—St. Dunstan’ y Grese-lame, Great 
S sone 0 ice Pre- 
let on leases ond 


detached Residence, i 
» Sydenham, let on lease at, ow 


9 0 0 


Lots 5, and 7 —Nos. 64,66, and 68, Longton- 

grove, let and estimated to luce, perannum 470 0 0 
Lots 8 and 9.—Nos.2 and 4, ‘on-avenue, let 

yearly and producing »peranhum ...100 0 0 


Total per annum exsat 100 0 
oe Leasehold Ground-cunte, temanting to 
annum, secured upon Nos. 60 and 62, 
ot we , Sydenham. 


"particulars of Messrs. Leslie & Hardy, Solicitors, 17, 


SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1807. 
MESSRS. 

BBERHAM, TEWSON, FARMER, & 

RIDGEWATER 


beg to announce at ele BATES of POTATED _ ae 





— big miidine Land, Ground Ground-Heats, Adres ts, Advrmone, He Re 

versions, Steaks. be 

held at the AUCTION Wkeskslepaied nese 

the Bank of England, in the City of London, as follows :— — 
~ , May 11 Tuesday, oy 27 
Tuesday, May 18 Tuesday, August 3 
Tuesday, May 25 Tuesday, August 10 
Thureday, May 27 y, August 17 
Tuesday, June 1 4 
Tuesday, June 15 26 
Tuesday, June 22 F omer wi November 2 
Tuesday, June 29 ‘Tuesday, November 16 
Tuesday, July 6 Tuesday, November 23 

Tuesday, December 7 


Tuesday, July 13 
Tuesday, July 20 | 
By arrangement, auctions can also be held on other 

pe § in town orcountry. Messrs. prohen, Fore, 

for Prabate nad’ other ~ f Fanitere, Flea 
‘0 other purposes, 0’ 

Farming Stock, Timber, &c. 

DETAILED LISTS OF INVESTMENTS, Estates, 
pe ears Re pope and Business Pre- 
mises to be Let or oor tes mp ng 
the ist of each month, and can be o' 


Debenham, Tewson, Farmer 
peg ae and Valuers, 80 Ohermade, London, Bata Agent, 
hone 0. 


PERIODICAL SALES. 
ESTABLISHED 1843. 


i" ESSRS. H. z. FOSTER & ORANFIELD 
(successors Marsh, Milner, & oe) eat 

PERIODICAL SALES on the FIRST THIRD 

THURSDAYS in each mon out “i year, at 

the MART, Tohono ea E.C., 0 

ite Pe Orne” 

LIFE INTERESTS and 

LIFE POLICIES, 

Shares and Debentures. 

eet ee Debts and Bonds, end 


Sales of _— ‘Town and Country Houses, pales 
Laat, Investm: d Rents 

also be held om the THIRD WEDNESDAY im every 
pot Dates for 1897 :— 














May19 | July1 j; Aug. 19 Oct. 20 Dec. 2 
May 20 July 15 Sept. 2 Oct. 21 Dec. 15 
June 3 July 21 Sept. 15 Nov. 4 Dec. 16 
June 16 Aug.5 |! oa 16 | Nov. 17 

Junel7 | Aug.18 | 7 | Nov.18 | 


_ Offices, 6, Poultry, : London, 1 E. C. - Telephone No. 1999. — 


MESSRS. STIMSON & SONS, 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, and Vaiuers, 

Land, House, and Estate Agents, 
MOORGATE STREET, BANK, E.C., 


AND 
2, NEW KENT ROAD, 8.E. 
(Opposite the Elephant and Castle). 


UCTION SALES are held at the Mart, 
Tokenhouse-yard, City, on the second and last 
Thursdays in each mon! ,and on other days as occasion 


may pS a 
& SONS undertak «SALES on LETTINGS 
by PRIVA PRIVATE brews md Pde ge, Surv 


yea the Nap ytrernaty of Compensation and other 


on! i i eye ge Stock, = 
o , &c. Separate Lists of Property, Ground ita 
for Sale, and Premises, &c., be had gets op 





— —— SON 8, & a 
11, BILLITER SQUARE, LONDON, E.C. 
Established 1807. 
AUCTIONEERS, VALUERS, AND SURVEYORS 
or 
MILLS AND MANUFACTORIES. 
PLANT AND MACHINERY 

WHARVES AND WAREHOUSES. 

‘Telegeaphie Att" Fo.uer Horszy, Loxpox.”’ 


ESSRS. HERRING, SON, & DAW, 
AUCTIONEERS, ESTATE AGENTS, VALUERS, 
Sanitary and Mortgage Surveyors, 
6, IRONMONGER LANE, CHEAPSIDE, E.C., 
308, BRIXTON HILL, 8.W., and 
117, WESTERN ROAD, BRIGHTON. (Established 1773.) 














PECKHAM, LAMBETH, and NOTTING HILL. 
Valuable Freehold Ground-rents, amounting to £97 a year, 
secured upon property of the estimated rental value of 
£778 @ year. 
ESSRS. DRIVER & CO. will offer to 
PL agg gel at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard E.C., 
on TUESDAY, 26th MAY, at TWO o'clock precisely, the 
following PREEHOLD GROUND-RENTS :— 































Term un-| 
: expired | Gsounts' : 
Description. — = 
k “ er, | rent. Rental. 7 
71607, oy 
ig nw Arms and) Years. | ¢£ s, d. 

Shop adjoining. being 

Nos. 44 and 46, Willow 

Brook-road, Peckham 15j 00 7 0 
2)151, Lambeth - walk, 

Lambeth on aa 124 710 0 70 0 
3/153, do. do. 123 710 0 7 0 
4/1, Bolwell-st, Lambeth- 

walk ... ion see 12 400 28 0 

5/2, do. do. 12 400 230 

6/3, do. do. 12 400 280 

7/4, do. do. 12 400 20 

8/5, do. do. 12; 400 8¢® 

do. do. 12} 400 280 

10188, High-st, Notting-hill| 543 21 0 0 160 0 
11/2, a Not- Ftd 

ng-hill 54} | 13 0 0 10 0 

12/28, me. ‘do. 544 | 10 0 0 7 0 

13/30, do. do. Sf 6 6| «10 0 0 7 O 

j Cea is Ee 






| (£97 0 O£778 OF 


Particulars of Messrs. Thorold, Brodie, & Bonham 
Solicitors, 4, ent-street, 8.W.; and of Messrs. Driver 
Co., 4, Whitehall, 8.W. 





BOUNDARY ROAD, 8T. JOHN’S WOOD. 


ESSRS. DRIVER & CO. will offer 

AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, B.€ 

on TUESDAY, 25th MAY at TWO o'clock precisely, 
Two Lote, the following PROPERTIES : 

An improved LEASEHOLD GROUND-BENT 

£11 12s ~ Fond annum, secured upon No. 49. Boundary-~ 


basement, and two floors over, 
pee age at rear, 
















































































of the estimated annual value of £65. 
on lease fur 99 years —-* Michaelmas, 1838, at £12 128.8 
year, held for 99 years from Michaelmas, 1 vat ag ound. 
Lae ‘of fla ros Bee at Midsummer, 1897, there will & 
ears w 
eal semi-detached RESIDENCE known as & 
mead, No. 78, Boundary-road, containing entrance 
three reception rooms, seven bed and dressing rooms, b 
room, and the usual domestic offices. At rearisa 
garden with tennis lawn, &c. Let on repairing lease 
21 years from Christmas, 1890, at £90 a year. Held for 
years from Michaelmas, 1838, at a ground-rent of £17) 
aero thus at Midsummer, 1897, there will be 40} 


xpired, 
O _ Particulars of 1 Regen vateet apr Fs » : 
‘arter, icitors, 4, aw ; and ol 
Driver and Co., 4, Whitehall, 8 


AUCTION SALES. 

Nv FSSRS. FIELD & SONS’ AUCTIO 
Yh take plece MUNTHLY, at the MART, and inde 
every description of House Property. Printed terms @ 
be had on application at their Offices. Messrs, Field 
Sons undertake surveys of all kinds, and give 
attention to Rating and Compensation Claims. 0 
54, Borough High-street, and 52, Chancery-lane, W.C, — 


HOLLOWAY ROAD. 


Choice Freehold Residence in main road, close to 
pec covering about half an oarty SF affo 
site for business premises, factory. 

7 ESSRS. ROBSON € PERRIN twill 

mit the above Pro to AUCTION, at. 
MART, on TUESDAY, MA Lith, at TWO o’ clock. 

Particulars of Messrs. Biggs, Roche, & Co., Solici on 

Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. ; ci at the Auctioneers’ O 

Finsbury-park, Hornsey,’ Harringay, and Stroud Gi 

Stations, N. 


~~ ADVANCES ON NOTE OF HAND WITHOUT 
SURETIES. 


ESSRS. EDWARDS & CO., of 
Sackville-street, Piccadilly, are p' c 
ADVANCES from £50 upwards, or to treat —a 
with any gentleman introducing business of above 1 
No fees or delay and strictly private and reliable deal 
guaranteed ; references to bankers and solicitors if requit 
N.B.—Repaymeats arranged to suit borrower's 


venience. 














JOHN GERMAN, SON, ‘& BEVEN, 

LAND AGENTS, SURVEYORS & AUCTION 

59 and 60, CHANCERY LANE, W.C, 
Country Offices : 





ESSRS. H. GROGAN & CO., 101, Park- 


street, Grosvenor-square, beg oca.. oe attention of 
ntending Purchasers to the many attractive West-End 





i W.C. ; and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside 


Houses which they have for Sale. Particulars on applica | 
tion, Surveys and Valuations attended to. 





Asupy-pr-La-Zoucn, LeicesTersnuine. 
CHARTLEY, STAFFORDSHIRE. 
Witixsiey, Denpysains. 

Kisestox, Norrs. 


Telegraphic Address,“ Cogitate, London,” 




















. 


